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A SECOND 


LETTER,&. 


Reverend SIR, 


EFORE your Letter came to my Hands, 
*twas my Endeavour to prepare my Mind 
for Inſtruction; and having diveſted my 
ſelf of all Prejudices, I determin'd to 
ſubmit, in caſe ſufficient Means of Con- 

viction were offer*d to me. Would you know now 

what the Event was, what Effect was wrought in 
me by the Peruſal and Conſideration of it? I can- 
not exprels it better than in the Words of Mr. a Ch1/- 

/1n3wworth on a like Occaſion : * To deal truly and 

*« 1ngenuouſly with you, I fell ſomewhat in my 

good Opinion both of your Sutficiency and Sin- 

* cerity 3 but was exceedingly confirm'd in my ill 

Opinion of the Cauſe maintain'd by you. I 

tound every where Snares that might entrap, and 

Colours that might deceive the Simple; but no- 

thing that might perſuade, and very little that 

might move an underſtanding Man, and one 
that can diſcern between Diſcourſe and Sophiſtry. 

In ſhort, I was verily perſuaded that I plainly 

** ſaw, and could make it appear to all diſpaſſi- 
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& onate and unprejudic'd Judges, that a Vein of 
T Suphiliry and Calumny does run clean through 
it from the Beginning to the End. And letting 
„ {ome Friends underſtand fo much, I ſufter'd m 
<« felt to be perſuaded by them, that it would not 
« be either unproper lor me, nor unacceptable to 
<« God, nor, peradventure, altogether unſerviceable 
to {113 Church, nor juſtly offenſive to you (if you 
< indeed are a Lover of Truth, and not a Main- 
ce rainer of a Faction:) it,” in Vindication not 
on: of ry felf, but indeed of our moſt excellent 
Religion ailo, and to ſhew, that the Goſpel Ad- 
vantages are more valuable, and its Mercies great- 
er, chan upon your narrow-ipitiued Principles they 
are or can be, | ſnhould once more give you the 
1 rouble of a publick Addrels. 

You ſet out with a very odd, and quite unchri- 
ſtian Title; CaLUMNY AND DeramarTion Rx- 
ToRT ED. Suppoſe i had injur*d your Character; 15 
it not itrange, that you ſhould profeſſedly undertake 
to retort the Calumny ? However, to do you Ju- 
fiice, your Pamphlet anſwers exactly to this Part 


of the Frontiſgiece. For, if J was the Aggreſſor in 


firſt throwing: out Scandal againſt you, (which no 
body in his right Senfes will ever believe,) you 
have paid me to the uttermoſt Farthing in my own 
Coin, and return'd the Calumny in tall Mealure, 
preſs'd cown, and running ov er. 

I am glad we are agr reed about the Nee of 
our firſt D:ſpute. This is enough of it felt to clear 
me from the Charge of Arianiſm. You allow the 
Diſpute was brought on by a Diſtinction, which I 
mention*d as made by the learned Dr. Berriman. 
This Diſtinction, as I repreſent it, was, betwee en 
nectſſary Articles of "Faith, and ſuch as are indi- 
renſally neceſſary : Bur it ſeems I have Ceviated 
from the Truth in this Repreſentation, and that 
af , too. For having obſerv'd that the Di- 
function 
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ſtinction was between „ neceſſary Articles of 
„ Faith, and ſuch as are abſolutely neceſſary ; '? 
you preſently ſubjoin, © I imagined that you 

thought your felt ſo ſafely entrenched under the 
% Cover of your favourite Word abſolutely, that 
« you would not fo cafily have quitted your Pre- 
« tenſions to it; bu”, it ſeems, you have ſince found 
% out another, Which, you fancy, may better 
« anſwer your Purpoſe, and fo you have thought 
fit to change it tor i24;/pcr/ably, though, to The 
ce beſt of my Remembrance, and of the Gentle- 
mens who were pre ſent at the Diſpute, the Term 
« was not in the Queltion, throughout the whole 
„% Courle of it.” Jam no ways conſcious to my 
ſelf of having chang'd the Ferm. But be it, that 
abſolutely was the "Word originally made ule of, 
e y have been diſingenubus in you to have en- 
tertain'd a private Surmiſe, much more 15 it lo, to 
ſuggeſt to the Publick, that I mace the Change 
with a ſly Deſign, as fancying that ind:/rerſably 
would © better anſwer my Purpoſc.“ Have I made, 
or attempted to make any Advantage by this 


Change? Do I not ule the two Terms as Synony- 


„e 2 Nay, do I not expreſly lay (and this too 
v.ithin 2 very few Lines after I had mention'd what 
the Diſtinction was, ) that by Tings © © 74! penſably 
** neceliary, I mean ſuch as are a//s/27-y”? lo, Me- 
thinks, Sir, you make but a very poor, pitiful Be- 
inning 3 and 'tis recxon'd a little ominous to 
itumble at the Threſhold. 

You go on to charge me with another Miſrepre- 
ſentation ; though in great CH eis you are“ will- 
ing to throw it into the Number of my involun- 
de tary Miſtakes.“ I had ſaid , This, 7. e. the 
« aforemention'd Diftinction (as over haſty Spi- 
« rits are apt to 2 you prelently ridicul'd; ? 
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which, it ſeems, is palpably a wrong Account of 
the Matter, becaule * Sit was a third Clergyman 
« who firſt excepted againſt the Word abſelutely, 
« as redundant and ſuperfluous.” Now I readily 
own, that the learned Mr. Henville firſt objected to 
the Diſt inction; but then you may remember, that 
you chimed in with him very ſoon; whether in en 
Seconds of a Minute, or in !wenty, I cannot exact- 
ly determine, but ſo ſoon, that I might juſtly ſay 
vou did it preſently. You inſiſt that my Poſition 
f« was committed to Writing IMMEDIATELY at- 
<« ter the Diſpute, and atteſted by three of our Bre- 
« thren who were preſent at it.“ And yet, no- 
thing of this Kind having been done at the Houſe 
of Mourning, it could not be done 'till after the 
Funeral Solemnity was over, unleſs the ſage Ti- 
wnUirate clubb'd their Heads together to do it at 
Church. Now, ſince the Whole of your Charge 
here depends upon a low, puerile Criticiſm upon 
the Word preſently, give me leave to aſk, whether 
tbat Word be expreſſive of more Expedition than 
the Term #medatcly ? If it be not, (as the com- 
mon Sort of People, for * whom, it ſeems, you 
principally write, wiil be apt to think ;) then 1 
raul .emark, that what you deny to have been 
Gone /re ently, was done more than ten Times ſoon— 
d, than what you am to have been done 7mme- 
&i4l*/y5 So that, with a little more Candor and In- 
genu'ty, you might have paſs'd this Matter over, 
and not ſo much as charg'd it as an i:v0/1#tarv 
Miakès. 

Give me leave now, in my Turn, to lay opeu 
one of your Milrepreſentations; which I Would 
readily deem an 7i#uv9/untary one, if there were the 


leaſt room for ſo candid a Conftruction, You 
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would perſuade the World, that barely upon your 
advancing this Poſition, =— According to the 
« Terms of the Goſpel], it is abſolutely geceſſary 
« for a Perſon, profeſſing himſelf a Chriſtian, and 
« having proper Light and ſufficient Means of 
« Conviction, to believe our Saviour's Divinity 3"? 
T was ſo far provok'd that I not only pronounc'd it 
e falſe and indefenſihle, and charg'd you with 
„ Jenorance, and want of Reading, tor advancing 
« jt;” but farther, in an “angry, menacing Man- 
« ner expreſs'd a Reſolution of drawing my Pen 
« againſt you z” and that then, and not 71! then, 
you pronounc'd me an Arian, guilty of an heretical 
Notion, not fit to have God-ſpeed ſaid to me, Sc. 
I muſt tell you, Sir, that all this is mere Halle. 
Had you only advanc'd your Poſition, [ could eafily 
have born it. Had you attempted to ſupport it by 
any Argument, I could readily have ſhewn the 
Inconcluſiveneſs of it, and expos'd the Fallacy. 
But Reaſon and Arguments were not the Engines, 
you thought fit to make uſe of, *T was much eaſi- 
er to call me an Heretic than to prove me one. So 
you exercis'd your Talent for Defamation copiouſly 
and very fluently. . Upon this I faid (what you re- 
ſent as a Charge of Ignorance and want of Reading,) 
i « Read, and you will find, that others have taid 
« the ſame that I do; and thoſe too, ſome of the 
«« greateſt Ornaments of our Church.“ To proceed, 

The next Miſtake you lay to my Charge, is, 
my repreſenting you as denying that there is any 
ſuch Paſſage in St. Paul's Epiſtles, as, that 42 
Heretic is ſelf-condemn*d. And this you call « a 
« wretched Miſtake.” Permit me, Sir, Once 
more to refreſh your Memory, by acquainting you, 
that, at our firſt Conference, you had no more 


n Calumny, Sc. p. 4. See my Letters, þ. C. * Calumny, 
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Notion of there being any ſuch Paſſage, than if 
you had never look*d into the Writings of St, Paul, 
It you have ſince conſulted your Bible, and know 
better now, you are indebted to me for it : And as 
you acknowledge your ſelf to be very forgettul, 
*rwould have been much more for your Credit to 
have acknowiedg'd, that this Paſlage had quite 
flipt your Memory, and to have thank'd me for 
reminding you of it, than to have charg'd me wit! 
being guilty of a wretched Miltake in the Reprelen- 
tation I have given before of this Matter. You were 
ſo over-confident that there is no ſuch Paſſage as | 
inſiſted for, that your own Son thought you in the 
Wrong for it, and could not forbear laying to you, 
Do not be fo poſitive, Sir: Perhaps Dr. Bli/s has. 
< lately had Occaſion to conſult the Text.” Be- 
ſide, the Thing ſpeaks it ſelf. You cannot deny 
but you offer'd to lay me a Wager on this Occa- 
ſion, as was mention'd in my former Letter. What 
was the Wager preciſely about? — U hat the 
Words I recited were not ' © the very Words o. 
« St. Paul, as they ſtand in our Tranſlation ? ” Ri- 
diculous | Mr. Du-gard could never act fo much 
like a Sharper, as this amounts to; efpccially con- 
ſidering, that I undertook only to give the Man- 
ing of the Text, not to recite verbatim the Eg 
Tranſlation ; and yet deviated but little from 9 
Tranſlation, and not at all from the Original. 

In the next Place you go on to enquire into the 
Motives which induc'd me to write my former Let- 
ter. The chiefeſt of all was (as I have already fer 
forth) to vindicate my injur'd Character, and wipe 
off the Calumny and Defamation you have loaded 
me with, This, however (knowing, it ſeems, the 
Secrets of my Heart better than I my ſelf do) you 
think fit to deny to have been the true Motive, 


See Calumny, Sc. p. 6. 
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alledging withal, that you have = done me no Inju- 
ry, given me no Provocation, and putting your 
" ſelf upon your Trial by God and your Country, As 
you here fall into the common Cant of Malefactors, 
I mult in return comply with the cuſtomary Form, 
and wiſh you a good Deliverance, Whether you 
have made it your © «* conſtant Buſinels to travel 
« the Country over, and to rave and rail at me in 
« every Part of it,” I know not; nor ſhall I give 
my ſelf the Trouble of enquiring. What | lay to 
your Charge, is, that you have taken no ſmall 
Pains to load me with an odious Imputation; have 
avus'd me in a moſt outragious Manner, and ſpread 
it over the Country, that | am an Heretick, an Ari- 
an, &c. And do you think 'tis a ſufficient Vindi- 
cation of your ſelf em this Charge, that you have 
not been every Day on Horleback, galloping from 
Place to Place to propagate the ſcandalous Story 
in every Corner of the Country? Well! but you 
ve aſſure me and the World together, that every 
C Jot and Tittle of my Charge againſt you is entire- 
« 1y falſe and groundleſs.* This is very ſurpriſing 
indeed, and ſhews how much your Veracity is to 
be depended upon. The whole Country is witneſs 
againſt you. Within two or three Days after our 
Debate, I had ſeveral Accounts from Tichſeld and 
Fareham, of its being ſpread all over thoſe Places, 
that I was turn'd Arian, and had deny'd our Lord's 
Divinity, and that you would prove me an Heretic. 
In a little Time the Story was carry*d to Hlavant, 
Wincheſter, Southampton, and in ſhorr, all over the 
Country; and, I know, that many People were 
inclin'd by it to think me an Arian. Let us now 
conſider, what you pled in your Evcuſe. „ For 
« my part, fay you, I hive nor at any Time gone 
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e one Step out of my way, to communicate your 
«« Poſition to any one Man living.“ I know not 
what you mean by going out of your Way.” 
Perhaps you never think you are fo, when you are 
{preading Reports prejudicial to my Character, 
But give me leave to obſerve, that, when you 
were got to an Ale-Houſe in Farebam, bandying 
about my Propoſition which lay written upon the 
Table, and loading it with the Charge of Arianiſm 
before your worthy Aſſociates (one of whom came 
very ſoon aſter to this Place, and publiſh'd the ſame 
Calumny :) This was going quite out of your Way. 
You ad, «+ Nor have lever expreſs'd my Senti- 
e ments of it in common Converiation (of which 
you will caſily believe it has been no unfrequent 
Topic) more freely, or wich ſeverer Animad- 
«« verſions, than I have done to your felt.” O 
LEPIDUn Carur ! What ſeverer Animadverfions 
can be invented? I know of none, unleſs you were 
to call me Aw«CoaC 7 aiftape, and, with your uſual 
Accuracy, to tranſlate it the © Devil of a Brother. 
Certainly you made uſe of Freedom and Severity 
enough in telling me, that I was . guilty of an he- 
e retical Notion 3 — that I was in a bad Way; — 
*« that as ſoon as I got home, *rwould be my beſt 
« Way to fall down on my Knees, and beg God's 
« Pardon for what I had ſaid; — that in the Pri- 
** mitive Times I ſhould have had my Tongue 
*« bor'd through with an hot Iron for ſuch an Aſ- 
„ ſertion; and that I was not fit to have God- 
ſpeed ſaid to me.” The Spirit of Meetneſs which 
y au are ſometimes poſſeſs'd of, ſhould hinder you from 
treating the moſt obſtinate and avowed Heretic 
with ſo much Aſperity as this. And yet it ſeems, 

chat in common Converſation (where my Poſition 
hag been frequently your Topic:) You have ex- 


Ld 
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[11] 
preſs*'d your ſelf as ſeverely againſt me, as you did 
to my Face. — Let us now conſider what you 
aſſign as the true Reaſon of my engaging with you 
in this Controverly. 

In your private Correſpondence vou tell me, 
that “tis well known that I have been long trou- 
„ bled with an itch of Scribling,“ Scribend: Cacoe- 
thes, as you afcerwards call it, and that 1“ lay fu- 
« riouſly about me without either Fear or Wit.“ 
The like polite Language occurs in your printed 
Letter: And, ** to the gratifying this petulanc 
« Humour, you are perſuaded, the Conception 
and Birth of my late Epiſtle is principally ow- 
* ing.” No doubt you intend this by way of 
Mortihcation to me: But, you may take my 
Ward for it, you miſs of your Deſign. Vat I Have 
written, I bave written: And ſince ſeveral of my 
Tracts have had the Approbation, and gain'd me 
the Thanks of ſome of our greateſt Prelates, and 
other eminent and learned Divines, *cis of no Con- 
cern to me, whether the Curate of Fareham, or a 
Thouſand more minute Theologues, approve of them 
or not. Burt to let this paſs. How do you collect 
that the Vindication of my Character was not the 
real Motive which induc'd me to write againſt you ? 
Why, you infer it from my own Words, in a Let- 
ter I ſent you ſoon after our firft Diſpute. The 
Paragraph you refer to, runs thus: Could [ 
hope for the Pleafure of that publick Advertiſe- 
ment you threaten'd me with, I ſhould not be- 
gin in this Way;“ (i. e. by deſiring you to fend 
me the preciſe Words of the Poſition, which you 
had abus'd me for:) But as you afterwards ap- 
pear'd to ſwallow your Words, and to recede 
from that angry Purpoſe, I owe it to my own 
Cbaracter to begin thus: And give me leave to 


Calumny, c. p. 12. 
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ce tell you, that to put Pen to Paper pro me & con- 
« fra te, will always give me a particular Delight.“ 
Hence you conclude with amazing Subtlety, and 
in direct Contradiction to my expreſs Words, that 
I engag*d in our preſent Controverſy only out of an 
r impertinent Itch of Scribling,“ not at all with a 
View to vindicate my Character, and wipe off the 
Calumny you had loaded me with. But then, you 
know not what to make of a Paſſage in my printed 
Letter, where I ſay, That Letter was extorted 
* ftom me by the Virulence of your Reproaches;“ 
and you requeſt me to ſhew you, how to © recon- 
cile this Paſſage to what I ſaid in my private Corre- 
ipondence, as is before recited. Well! Sir, ſince 
you here make a Shew of a teachable Diſpoſition, 
and are willing to receive Inſtruction, I will give it 
you freely, and in few Words. My former Epi- 
{tle was indeed, as I ſaid, extorted from me: But 
conſidering that I was oblig'd to write pro me, or 
in my own Vindication, *twas a particular Pleaſure 
to me, that I had ſuch an Adverſary as you to deal 
with, And what Inconſiſtency or Contradiction is 
there in this? The Man muſt have but an odd 
Head-piece, who can fancy there is any. You 
might therefore have ſpar'd your Scrap of Latin 
troin the old Poet; 


Quo teneam vullus mutantem Protea nodo ? 


One Thing, however, is obſervable from it. You 
diſcover a great Inclination to catch me in a Nooſe, 
if you knew how. But be advis'd. Since you have 
no better than a Cobweb-Net, take Warning by 


the Spider in the Fable, and humbly aim only at 
«atching of Flies. 


© Calumy, Tc: . 12, 11. Ibid. p. 34: 
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You ſtill go on in the Hiſtorical Way; but 
ſhew, as indeed you have done all along, little of 
that Veracity, which is fo eſlential to the Chara- 
fer of a good Hiſtorian. To the Account you 
give of what paſs'd at the Viſitation, I ſhall make 
but a ſhort Reply. I have ſaid, that you charg'd 
me, before all the Clergy, with not being a Chri- 
ſtian. This you endeavour to e n, and would 
perſuade the World, that you only * «© took the 
Liberty of obſerving to me, that both my Poſi- 
« tion and my Behaviour,“ (i. e. my refuling to 
refer the Point in Debate, as you propos'd, to the 
Deciſion of Dr. Waterland :) „ were unbecoming a 
« Chriitian.” I muſt remind you, that your 
Words preciſely were, „Tou! you are no Chri- 
<« ſtian:” And this you ſaid in an abrupt, abu- 
ſive Manner, ſome Time after I had rejected the 
Offer you made, and without any diſcernable Con- 
nexion with that Affair. Beſide, how will you 
prove ſo much as this, — that my declining your 
Propoſal was unbecoming à Chriſtian * When 'twas 
ſpread all the Country over, that I was an Arian, 
&c; might I not very reaſonably, and in Juſtice to 
my ſelf, chuſe to vindicate my injur'd Character in 
the publick Manner I have done, rather than agree 
to any pretended Method of Accommodation what- 
ever, which would have been leſs effectual towards 
clearing my ſelf in the Eye of the World? I told 
you at our firſt Conference, that Dr. Waterland was 
fully in my Way of thinking; which I have ſince 
given fo convincing a Proof of, that you have not 
had Courage enough to make any Reply to my Ci- 
tations from him, or to look them in the Face. 
Had you then offer'd to refer the Merits of the 
Cauſe to him, I ſhould gladly have accepted of the 
Propoſal : But it came too late, when the whole 


5 Calumny, Wc. P- 18. 
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14 
Country rang, with the ſcandalous Stories you had 
rais'd about uit. | 

I muſt take Notice, on this Occaſion, of ano- 
ther Piece of D:/ingenuity, you are guilty of, and 
that is, your innuating here, and in ſeveral other 
Places, that vc gave me no other Provocation 
than barely by ? «041ra me. If this had been all, 
the Conceſhion you mention would have been 
much too large; aid (however I might have 
advis'd you to aſk Parton of God, that the 
Thoughts of your Heart, in going about to narrow 
the Mercies he has promis'd through his Son, and 
to alter the Goſpel Terms of Salvation, might be 
forgiven :) Yet, I never ſhould have put you to 
the Trouble of aſking my Pardon, though all the 
Divines in the Kingdom were to declare in Favour 
of my Opinion. But 'tis proper to acquaint the 
Reader, that, when you ſpeak of your oppoſing or 
contradicting me, nothing leſs is to be underſtood 
than your reproaching me with being an Arian, an 
Heretic, c; which, in Scripture-Language, is 
the Contradifiicn of Cinners, 

I am now got to your 1gth Page, where you 
charge me with being ** guilty, in almoſt every 
« Page of my Leiter, of a mott groundleſs and 
e uncharitable Miſcepreſentation of your Senti- 
«© ments, Viz, that you are @a Man of à damning 
e Spirit, &c. You would perſuade the World 
that I am one of the moit guilty Wretches that 
ever took Pen in hand. Iiis is laying on the 
Paint, or rather the Dirt, too thick; and the in- 
relligent Reader will ſuſpect from ſuch Exaggera- 
tions, chat you falſify in your Account, and give a 
wrong Repreſen tation of Things. To the preſent 
Charge the Anſwer is very eaſy. I have no where 
call'd you * a Man of a damning Spirit.” In the 


3 Calumny, Oc. p. 17. Sec alſo, P. 4, 14. bid. y. 17. 
2 Place 
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Place you refer to, I take Notice that you charg'd 
me with being guilty of an heretical Notion, or an 
Error in „ : In reply to which (having 
firſt obſerv*d that Fundamentals are uſually reckon'd 
of two Kinds; ſome Things being fundamental 
only to outward Communion ; others, fundamen 

tal even to Salvation ;) I make uſe of theie Words, 
If you meant that I err'd in a Point fundamen- 
ec tal ro Salvation; my Anſwer then is in the 
« Words of St. Paul, You bave not the Know- 
«© Jedge of God: I ſpeak this to your Shame, Where 
« is a damning Spirit made the Characteriſtic of a 
_« Chriſtian ? What Tex: threatens Damnation to 
« us, unleſs we believe that no Perſon that ever 


« died, under the Lig of the Golpel, either 
« quite ignorant of, or £2ubiiul zbouty, war Lord's 
« Co-Eternity with his Father, can ; oſſibly find 
„c Mercy, as a Chrift:an, or be accepted of God? 
« Nay, ſhew me the Paſſage, which makes it a 
«© damning Sin not to be io ceniorious, . as to be- 
„ lieve, that during ail the Time that the whole 
« World in a Manner was Arian, not ſo much as 
© a ſingle Soul, in that Way of thinking, eſcap'd 
„ the Damnation of Hell, or was ſav'd through 
„ the Mercies of the Goſpel.” What Guilt, I 
pray you, is there in all this? Surely, 'tis one 
Thing to aſk, © Where is a damning Spirit made 
te the Characteriſtic of a Chriſtian?ꝰ Another, and 
quite different, to call you ** a Man of a damning 
« Spirit.” You cite ſeveral other Paſſages from 
my Letter, including them all under the Charge ot 
being ** uncharitable Miſrepreſentations of your 
«« Sentiments.” But let me aſk you a plain Que- 
ſtion: Was I at liberty to vindicate my ſelf from 
the Imputation of being an Arian, guilty of an he 
retical Notion, Sc? Or, was I not? It I was at 
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liberty to do this, tell me, hot it could otherwiſe 
have been done, than by ſhewing what Conſequen- 
ces ariſe from your Poſition, or the Reverſe of my 
Doctrine; and from your making it to be Hereſy 
and a fundamental Error, to afirm what I have 
done? If Truth is offenſive, and bears too hard 
upon you, That is no Fault of mine; and *twould 
have been much more for your Reputation, to 
have recanted the harſh Cenſures you have paſs'd 
upon me, than to complain of my giving an un- 
charitable Miſrepreſentation of your Sentiments, 
by ſetting forth the Conſequences, which neceſſarily 
ard obviouſly flow from theſe Cenſures. I agree 
with you, that Damnation is a Word of dreadful 
„ Emphaſis ;”? nor will I ſay that you expreſs'd 
your ſelf at Tichfield © © in an harſh, damnatory 
«<< Manner concerning any Perſon whatſoever,” 
Be this as it will; 'tis but an idle Pretence, and 
puts me in mind of a Story I have ſomewhere read 
(I believe it is in one of Mr. Addiſon's Papers :) con- 
cerning a certain Court- Preacher; who, affectin 
the pretty Gentleman a little too much, told his 
Hearers, that, if they did not amend their Lives, 
they muſt expect to go to a diſmal Place, which 
he would not preſume to mention in that courtly 
Audience. For my part, I think the Difference is 
ſo trivial, between precluding a Set of Men from 
the Poſſibility of Salvation upon Goſpel Terms, 
and affirming them to be, according to theſe Terms, 
in a damnable State, that, whenever you are diſ- 
pos'd again to tell me, that I am guilty of an here- 
tical! Notion, and in a bad Way, I give you full 
liberty to tell me in broad Terms, that I am in the 
Way of Perdition and Damnation. 

Before you come to the Merits of the Cauſe, you 
have {till another notorious Iaſtance of Prevarica- 


» Calumny, c p. 71. © Ibid, 2. 19. 
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tion to charge me with; but with how little Re2- 
ſon will preſently appear. In my Letter are thete 
Words: I may jul! take Notice that the Words 
« — having proper Light and ſuſſicient Means of 
© Convittion, were not ORIGINALLY mine, nor 
indeed, to the belt of my Remembrance, us'd 
at all during our Debate. The utmoſt I can 
«« recollect of the Matter, is, that you aſk'd, 
*« whether I ſpake of People enjoying the Light 
of the Goſpel, and profeſſing Chriſtianity? To 
which I reply'd, Yes: I don't ſpeak of Hea- 
« thens, but of Perſons who live in a Chriſtian 
« Country, and ſo may have Opportunities of 
« knowing the Truth. But let this paſs.” I men- 
tion this, you ſee, only en paſſant, and am lo far 
from taking any Advantage from the Obſervation, 
that I ſubmit to your Account of the Point in Que- 
ſtion, and vindicate the Poſition preciſely as you 
ſtated it. This certainly is very far from * “ en- 
« deavouring willfully to ſuppreſs” theſe Terms. 
Nevertheleſs, you take Occaſion from hence, to 
bring a ſolemn Charge of Prevarication againſt me, 
as denying theſe Words * to have been mine.“ 
But, Sir, ought you not to have tranſcrib'd my 
Words entire, and without curtailing; or at leaſt, 
to have given the true Senſe and Meaning of them? 
What i Jay is, that the Words baving proper 
Light, &c. were not OxIOGINALLVY mine; Which, 
even by your own Account, appears to be true. 
For when, in illuſſ ration of the Diitinction which 
gave riſe to our Debate, I had inſtan-*d in our 
Lord's Divinity, alledging that chough that be a 
neceſſary Article of Faith, yet | could not efteem 
It abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation; © you took 
the Liberty, you ſay, of deliting me to explain 


4 Page 10. | © Calumny, S.. p. 21. Page 20. 
t Calumny, Sc. p. 4. | 
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„ my Meaiving, which I did by aſking you the 
*© Queſtion, — Do you think all Arians and Socini- 
«© ans damn'd? “ To which ſhort Queſtion, you 
wade the following /e/quipedaiian Reiponſe 3 the 
preciſe Words of which you can remember, it 
tees, as well as if you had not ſpoken them 
without Book: God forbid that I ſhould pro- 
** nounce Damnation againſt any Number or Sect 
«© of Men for their Errors! 1 leave them to his 
unlimited Merciesz and hope that he will not 

be extreme 10 mark the Miſtakes which Ignorance, 
Prejudice, want of due Attention, &c. may 
have led Men into: Bur ſtill J aſſert that, ac- 
cording to the Terms of the Goſpel, it is abſolutely 
neceſlary for a Perſon, profeſſing himſelf a 
Cariſtian, and having proper Light, and ſuffi- 
cient Means of Conviction, to believe our Savi- 
% our's Divinity. '”” ?*Tis plain, Sir, from hence, 
that theſe important Words were not ORIGINALLY 
mine. By your own Acknowledgment it was you 
that introduc'd them into the Debate, and firſt laid 
down, in a problematical Way, the Subject-Matter 
of our preſent Controverſy : And if I afterwards 
deny'd what you affirm'd, or gainſay*'d your Po- 
fition in the preciſe Terms thereof, I muſt be ſup- 
pos'd to have underſtood it in a Senſe pertinent to 
the Puint we were upon, and as containing a juſt 
and proper Reply to the Queſtion I put to you; 
which, confider'd in Conjunction with what had 
palo'd before, amounts to this; — Do you think 
the Belick of our Lord's Divinity to be not only 
necejjary in the general, but alſo ſo indiſpen/ably ne- 
ce/ſary, as that all Arians and Sociniaus are damn's * 

hroughout my whole Letter I have underſtood 
che Polition in a Senſe pertinen? to this Queſtion ; 
and muſt needs ſay *t1s quite diſingenuous in you, 
to attempt to put tuch an interpretation upon it, as 
makes it no Anſwer at all to the Queſtion I aſk'd 
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you. And yet, this you have done more than 
once. For inſtance; when you come to conſider 
my third Claſs, which is made up of ſuch as utter- 
ly diſbelieve or reject our Lord's Divinity ; * ** By 
e theſe, you ſay, (if I mean any Thing to the 
„ Purpoſe:) I muſt mean ſuch as i, and ma/i- 
& ciouſiy reject this Article of our Faitli.” Now, 
it this be the Caſe, the Words having 1oper Light, 
&c. are very material ones indeed. But pray, 
conſider how frivolous and impertinent your An- 
{wer then is to my Queſtion. Should I aſk you 
again, «„ Do you think all Arians and Sociniars 
e damn'd ?“ Would you ſtroke your Beard, and, 
with all the Gravity of an od Greet Phiioſopher, 
reply, «© Yes; according to the Terms of the 
4% Goſpel, it is {o abſolutely neceſfiry for Chri- 
« ſtians to believe our Saviour's Divinity, thac 
„ thole, who wilfully and malicio/ly reject this 
„ Article of our Faith, cannot be fav*d?”” — But 
this will come again under Conſideration in another 
Place, 

*F'is a great Pity you did not give us the Names 
of the three atteſting Brethren, who «© committed 
the Poſition to writing, with thoſe expreſs 
« Words in it, immediately after the Diſpute 3 as 
„ though they had foreſeen that I would ave 
4 ENDEAVOURED to evade them.” I fthrewdly 
ſuſpect, that your Song made up two Thirds of the 
Number; and that you were Chair-Man, and 
chief Speaker, in the little Synod or Conventicle. 
But be this as it will. It was a notable Gift they had, 
to foreſee a Thing then actually pat ; (for fo, by 
your way of ſpeaking, it — nave been:) And 
yet, they were not over- nice in their Subſcriptions, 
it your printed Hiſtory, or Narrative of the Caſe, 


is to be credited. For it appears ram hence, that 


* Calumny, &c. p. 41. bid. p. 31. 
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I did not repeat your long-winded Poſition verbatim, 
and that the Doctrine, which I advanc'd in Con- 
tradiction to it, was not preciſely what they atteſt 
it to have been. Tis one Thing to * hope for 
« Salvation through Chriſs Name;“ (which you 
lay were my Words:) Another, to be ſav'd © ac- 
«© cording to the Terms of the Goſpel.” You 
your ſelf “ believe and hope, that God has Mer- 
cy in ſtore for ſome, who do not believe the God- 
«© head of his Eternal Son, for whoſe Merits and 
« SatisfaCtion's fake all Mercy will be diſpenſed.” 
And yet, you rigorouſly exclude all ſuch Unbe- 
lievers, though never ſo ſincere, from the Poſſibi- 
lity of Salvation upon Goſpel Terms. I mention this 
only by the Way, not with a Deſign to take any 
Advantage from the Obſervation z but only to 
thew, with how little Fidelity and Exactneſs you 
write Hiſtory, and make Reports. There is ſome- 
thing more material in the ſame Paragraph, viz. 
that at the Viſitation I acknowledg'd the Poſi- 
tion to be mine, as to all and every part of it, 
„ before a Cloud of Witneſſes.” 1 ſhould have 
been much ſurpriz'd at the firſt reading of this Paſ- 
ſage, if you had not preſented me with ſo many 
Inſtances of falſe Hiſtory in the preceding Pages, 
that I was in ſome Meaſure prepar'd for the worſt 
of that kind. Which of all our Brethren then pre- 
lent, will witneſs what you here affirm? Thoſe, 
who remember any Thing of the Matter, muſt 
from hence conceive a low Opinion of your Vera- 
city. I could not acknowledge the Poſition to be 
mine, as to ail and every part. I was then fully 
convinc'd in my own Mind to the contrary : And I 
new too, that our Reverend Neighbour Doctor 
M —— 3, had often faid, that neither you, nor I, 
rightly ſtated the Point, But I need ſay no more 
umny, Se. p. 5. Ibid. 5. 33. ® Ibid. 31, 32. 
— 
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of this; ſince I had the Pleaſure, at Mr. Arch- 
Deacon's laſt Viſitation, to find two of our Reve- 
rend Brethren, (the only ones then preſent) viz. 
Mr. Bromley and Mr. Zackſon, Gentlemen of unque- 
ſtionable Veracity, point-blank againſt you as to 
this Particular; both of them atteſting to your 
Face that, inſtead of acknowledging the Poſition 
to be preciſely mine, I deny'd it to be ſo; and 
that I made it my own, only by undertaking to 
vindicate it. 

Being come at length to the main Point in De- 
bate, you take the Liberty in your Turn of ex- 
plaining the Terms of my Poſition ; and for three 
or four Pages together, are very gravely employ'd 
in fixing your Senſe upon them, ſo as may beſt fur- 
ther your Deſign of proving me an Heretic. 


O rem ridiculam, Cato, & jocoſam ! 


It the Propoſition be conſider'd as mine, (whe- 
ther originally, or by Adoption ſo, it matters not) 
I have an indubitable Right to be the ſole Interpre- 
ter of its Meaning. The Jeſuit, ſays Arch- 
« Biſhop Laud, may make what Senſe he pleaſes 
of his own Words; but he muſt impoſe no Senſe 
“ of his upon my Words.” In like Manner our 
right Reverend Dioceſan ſpeaks: In the De- 
«« fenſe of any Doctrines or Poſitions, againſt Ob- 
s jections, every Writer in the World always 
claims the common Right of interpreting his own 
© Sentences or Expreſſions, by others of his own 
«« Sentences and Expreſſions : And we find all Men 
« conſtantly complaining, — when they imagine 
„ themſelves not to be treated, even with Equity 
« and Allowance, in the Interpretation of their own 


" Laud's Conference, p. 87. Edit. 3. 
? Anſwer to the Committee, Pref: p. 7. 
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„ Words.” And to the ſame Purpoſe the late Dr. 
Bennet! : * No Man's Words ought to be ſtrain'd 
eto an ill Senſe, when they are capable of a good 
« one.“ This laſt Paſſage I find cited in your 
Letter: But ſurely you were under great Confu— 
ſion of Face, and muſt have been put ſadly to the 
Bluſh, in tranſcribing it; as being conſcious, that 
you have not only impos'd your own Senle upon 
my Words, bur, indeed, have with great Caution 
conceal'd mine; and never once laid before your 
Readers what Interpretation ] have given of thole 
Terms upon which you make the whole Contro- 
verſy to turn. This J muſt complain cf, as an 
amazing Inſtance of Unfairneſs ; ſuch as I don't re- 
member to have met with before, in any contro— 
verſial Writer whatever, For, be it, that my In- 
terpretation may appear to you forc'd and unnatu- 
ral; yet even then you ought in common Juſtice to 
have produc'd it, and left the ingenuous Reader to 
judge of the Propriety of it. But, to ſpeak freely 
my Sentiments on the Matter, I impute this Sup- 
preſſion, or Concealment of my Explanation of 
theſe Words, wholly to a Conſciouſneſs, or inward 
* Conviction in your own Mind, of the Juſtneſs and 
Propriety of it; and that nothing more could be 
intended by them, conſiſtently with my acknow- 
iedging the Necehty of believing Chriſt to be God. 

Before | proceed to vindicate my Interpretation, 
t may not be amils to take ſome Notice of yours. 
' 6 By ſuficient Means of Conviction, | take, ſay 
«© you, thole only to be ſuppos'd, which are ra- 
tional and periuaſive, and, if duly attended to, 
are ſtrong enough to enlighten any Man's Un- 
„ derſtanding, who 1s not wilfully and affectedly 
ignorant; and to ſway and determine his Will 


_ © Paraphraſe on the Common Prayer, p. 2-2. Hage 69. 
r Calumny, Je. p. 25. | 
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© to embrace them.” A ſurprizing Explanation 
indeed ! It darkens the Thing, inſtead of making 
it clear. For my part, I think all Means of Con- 
viction mult be rational and periuaſrve, Pray, what 
Others are there beſide theſe? -— But perhaps 
you mention this, in Oppoſition to burning Peo- 

le's Tongues through with an hot Iron; which 
Lind of Argument every conſiſtent Proteſtant mult 
indeed condemn, as void of all Reafun, and apt 
to make Men Hypocrites only, inſtead of true Be- 
lievers. The remaining Par: of this Paſſag is ſtill 
worſe. For either the Words it duly attended 
44 to;” or elſe theſe ** who is not wilfully and at- 
« fectedly ignorant,“ ſhou'd have been omitted; 
unleſs you imagine, that a Man may du attend to 
the Evidence tor this or that Point, and yet re- 
main under Wi!/z! and 27/:7ed Ignorance about it; 
which is Language that paſſes all Underſtanding 
but your own. *[I':s obſcrvable, that when you 
ſum up the Meaning, ande put the Terms of 
* my Propoſition [you ſhould rather have ſaid — 
« the ſeveral Parts of your Explanation of it] toge- 
% ther ;” the remarkable Words «+ who is not 
« wilfully and affectedly 1gnoraut*”” are entirely 
dropt: And yet, what you alledge, in ſeveral 
Paſſages of your Letter, is built wholly upon 


them. Thus for Inſtance; * where is the Un- 


„ charitableneſs, ſay you, of aſſerting that Men's 
e Infhdclity, if affected, (and ſuch it mult neceſſa- 
s rily be, it they have proper Light and ſufficien: 
Means of Conviction) will expoſe them to the 
Hazard of eternal Mifery ?** The like you had 
ſaid before, in a Paſſage already cited: And you 
tell me, that you are“ ſhock'd at my calling 
upon you for Scripture- Evidence to prove this.” 


Believe me, Sir, I am no leſs ſhock'd at your deta- 


Calumny, Tc. p. 26. bid. p. 71 « Ibid. p. 42. 
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matory Way of writing, and ſtudied Miſrepreſen- 
tations of my Meaning. In God's Name, where 
have I ſaid any Thing in excuſe for malicious and 
affected Unbelievers, ſuch as * are ſuppos'd to 
« ſhut their Eyes againſt the Light?” Where 
have I expreſs'd my felt ſo exceeding . improper- 
« ly,” as to * term” their wiltul and choſen Er- 
rors, ©* involuntary ?** Produce my Words, or re- 
fer me to the Paſſage when you write next. In the 
mean Time, I muſt pronounce this to be wilfu!, 
malicious, and affected Calumny. 

From what has been ſaid 'tis evident enough, 
that you have very unwarrantably ſec up for an 
Interpreter of my Words. I will only add that, it 
you'll indulge me the ſame Liberty which you al- 
fume, or allow me to affix what Senſe I pleaſe upon 
your Expreſſions, I will undertake to ſhew, that 
you have not preach'd ſo much as one Sermon for 
twenty Years laſt paſt, but what contains either 
Popery or Treaſon. Nay, to apply to the preſent 
Caſe what Friar Bernard Delicioft ſaid formerly, (as 
appears by his Sentence) with relation to the Court 
of Inquiſition, «+ Even St. Peter or St. Paul, were 
«« they now alive, could not defend themſelves 
« from Hereſy, if Inquiſition was made againſt 
« them inthe ſame Way which you have taken to 
« convict me.” 

Give me leave now to produce my own Interpre- 
tation of theſe important Words. By a Man's 
« having proper Light and ſufficient \\ieans of Convic- 
« 7:07, IJ mean his living in a Cir iit an Country, 
& having common Senſe and the free Ule of the 
„ Scriptures,” This is the utmoſt I could mean 
in the Uſe of theſe Terms; becauſe I had declar'd 
for the Neceſ!y of believing our Lord's Divinity: 
And therefore (unleſs 1 had been mad indeed; as 


* Cajumny, Oc. p. 41, Letter, p. 12. 
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mad, as you repreſented me to be) I could no: 
ſay, or inſinuate, that wilful, and affected Im- 
pugners of that Article, are in a ſalvable State up- 
on Goſpel Terms. The Queſtion now is, Whether 
the Words are fairly capable of the Conſtruction 1 
have put upon them? And in proof of the Air ma— 
tive, I have leveral cogent Reafons to olfer to your 
Conſideration. Firſt, That Men of a common 
Share of good Senſe, living in a Chriſtian Country, 
and enjoying the free Ule of the Bible, have proper 
Light and jufficient Means of Conviction, with relpect 
to all the prime and neceſſary Articles of Faith: 
This, I fay, is the expreſs Doctrine of St. Paul, 
who ſays of the Scriptures (as | oblerv'd in my 
former Letter) that they * are able do nate Men 
wiſe unto Salvation; and are * profitable for Dectrine, 
for Reproof, for Correction, for Inſtruction in Rigbie- 
ouſneſs ; that the Man of God may be perfect, through!y 
furni/h*'d unto all good Works. Secondly, This is the 
Doctrine of all the Reform'd Churches. The Ko- 
maniſts depreciate and vilify the Scriptures, repre- 
ſeating them as Ink variouſly figur'd in a Book, 
« unſenſed Characters, waxen-natur*d Words, not 
yet ſenſed, nor having any certain Interpreter; 
«© but fir to be play*d upon diverſly by quirks ot 
Wit; that is, apt to blunder and confound, but 
to clear little or nothing: And upon this Ac- 
count they require their Lay-Members to believe 
only what their ſpiritual Guides teach them, and 
not to be directed by their own private Judgments, 
however deliberately form'd, concerning the Senle 
and Meaning of Scripture, But all true Proteſtants 
think better and more honourably of their Bible. 
© « yielding greater Keverence and Submiſſion ot 


7 2 Tim. iii. 15. 2 Ibid. wer. 16, 17. 
Fee Tillotſon's Rule of Faith, Part I. See. II. 
© See Stillingfleet's Anſwer to ſeveral Treatiſes, p. 56. Fol. 


Edit. Vol. V. N 
D « Mind 


— 4. — = 
AUS —— 2 — 2 


1 * 
* —_ oy — a — - - -— 
5 . A IT ITDEN e * } *. * 


L 26 
« Mind to Chr; and his Apoſtles, than to any 
« Guides of the Church ever ſince.“ What Prin- 
ciples, or Grounds they build upon, may be ſeen 
in Cocceius, who has largely and learnedly diſculy'd 
the Point. I referr'd you to him before, and now 
refer you to him again, and to Chemnitius, Tiliotſon, 
and Slilling fleet; to fay nothing of others that 
might be nam'd. Ty:raly, This is the concurrent 
Doctrine of the Ancients, as you may find by con- 
lult:ng either the Originals themſelves, or what has 


- * Suppoſt a Man living in the Times of the Prevalency of 
Arianiſm, when almoſt all the Guides of the Church declar'd 
in Favour of it, and ſeveral great Councils oppos'd and con- 
tradicted that of Nice, when Pope Liberius did ſubſcribe the 
Sirmian Conſeſſion, and communicated with the Arians ; what 
Advice would N. O. give ſuch an one, if he mult not exerciſe 
his own Judgment, and compare both the Doctrines by the 
Rule of Scripture ? Mluſt he follow the preſent Guides, even 
the Pope himſclt? Then he muſt join with the Ariart. Muſt 
he adhere to the N:c-ve Council? But there were more nume- 
rous Councils which condemn'd it. What Remedy can be 
fuppos'd in ſuch a Caſe, but that every Perſon muſt ſearch 
and examine the ſeveral Doctrines, according to his beſt Abi- 
lity ? Seilling gets Auf r to ſeveral Treati/e:, p. 58. Fol. 
Edit. Vol. V. | 


The Fynodical Book in the new Tomes of the Councils, recl- 
ons up Thirty one ſeveral Councils of Biſhops in the Time of the 
Arian Controverly, whereof near Twenty were for the Ariane, 
and the reſt againſt them. If the Senſe of Scripture were in 
this Time to be taken from the Guides of the Church, what Se- 
curity could any Man have agamſt 4riani/m ? Since the Coun- 
cils, which favour'd it, were more numerous than thoſe which 
oppos'd and condemn'd it. Yea, ſo mean was the Opinion, 
which ſome of the greateſt Perſons of the Church at that Time 
had of the Guides of the Church met together in Councils, that 
St. Cregory Nagianxen declares, “ He had not ſeen a good liiue 
of ary one of them, but they rather increaſed Miſchief than 

removed any, becauſe of the Contention and Ambition which 


ru'd in them; therefore he reſoly'd to come nc more at any 
ot them.” Page 87. 
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been cited from them, by the © Authors referr'd to, 
in the Margin. Fourthly, This is the Doctrine of 
our own Church in particular. Her ſixth Article 
runs thus: Holy Scripture containeth all Things 
„ neceſſary to Salvation: So that whatſoever is 
not read therein, nor may be prov'd thereby, 
is not to be requir'd of any Man, that it ſhould 
be believ'd as an Article of the Faith, or be 
thought requiſite or neceſſary to Salvation.“ 
And in her Form of Ordering of Prieſts, ſhe de- 
clares her Meaning more expreſly, the Perſons to 
be ordain'd being aſk'd this Queſtion, « Are 
<« you peiſuaded that the holy Scriptures contain 
„ SUFFICIENTLY all Doctrine requir'd of Neceſſi— 
ty for eternal Salvation through Faith in Jejus 
« Chrijt?” To which they mult ſeverally reply, 
« am ſo perſuaded,” I reminded you of this in 
my former Letter; which if you had ſeriouſly 
conſider'd, and laid to Heart, *rwould have ſav'd 
bath your ſelf and me a good deal of Trouble. 
Laſily, This is true by your own Acknowledgment. 
„The plain, honeſt Chriſtian, ſay you, who has 
„ his Bible before him, and is capable of reading 
„it, may turn to an hundred Places, where he 
«© will find his Saviour's Divinity aſſerted in the 
e cleareſt Terms, [V. B. One ſuch Text, and 
much more an Hundred, mult afford him proper 
Light, and ſufficient Means of Conviction :] © And 
„ the Beliet of it inſiſted on, as ab/o/utely neceſſary 
to Salvation.“ And again: Having ſaid that 
the Scripture is the Rule of our Faith, you go on 
to obſerve, that One Property of a Rule is, 
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Cocceius: S. Seripturæ potentia, p. 270 —- 278. CVemxit. 
Examen. Concil. Trid. p. 39——44. Laud's Conference, p. 34. 
Tillatfon's Rule of Faith, Part II. Sec. III. Part IV. Sect. II. 


Stillingfleet, Vol. VI. p. 688 — 693. See allo An/aver to ſeve- 
ral Treatiſes, Vol. V. p. 85 —88. By 


i Calumny, p. 82. 8 Ibid. p. 37. 
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© that it be plain and eaſy to be underſtood ; be- 
& cauſe, were it not ſo, 'twould be altogether 
„ uſcleſs, and indeed no Rule at all to the Perſons 
* whom 'tis given to.” Tell me then, is the 
Scripture, with reſpect to the Article of our Savi- 
our's Divinity, a proper Rule of Faith to plain, 
common Chriſtians! If it be not; whom, or what 
are they to be guided by ? By the Authority of the 
Pope © Or by CaLumny AND DETAMATION RE- 
TORTED? If it be; then, by your own Confeſſion, 
they may eaſily underſtand it; and what is caſy to 
be under ſtood, muſt carry with it proper Light and 
e ſicieut Means of Conviction, | 

| have dweit the longer upon this, becauſe it is 
aced a Point of great Importance in it felt, as well 
as of ſome Conlequence in the preſent Debate: And 
from what has been obſerv'd it is very evident, that 
he Interpretation I have given of theſe Terms, is 
zaſt, natural, and proper. Away then with all 
your Dreams and chimerical Fancies about wilfu!, 
malicious, and affecled Impugners of our Lord's Di- 
vinity ! *Tis a monſtrous Piece of Diſingenuity, 
to repreſent me as ſpeaking favourably of any ſuch 
People as theſe, whom no Few, Turk, Infidel, or 
Heretic in the World, will ſcruple to condemn in a 
Lump, and ſhut out from all Right and Title to 
Salvation. If an Arian may poſſibly be a ſincere 
Lover of Truth; and if his Sincerity will, through 
Cit, and by the Tenor of the new Covenant, 
procure his Acceptance with God, that is enough 
for my Purpole : And whenever you ſhall attempt 
to ſhew, that malicious and affected Arians are the 
only ones concern'd in the preſent Controverſy; or, 
in other Words, that no Arians whatever beſide 
theſe, can be ſaid to have proper Light, and ſufficient 
Means of Convittion, I will be ready to throw in my 
Mite for the Honour of my Religion, boih as a 
C:riſtian and as a Proteſtant, and to prove, that the 
O2 
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one only Book, which we have of God's own in- 
diting, is not che mol unintelligible Book in the 
World; but that, on the contrary, he ſpeaks 
therein as plainly to the common Underſtandings of 
Mankind, as any Mortal can do; that he has, 
moreover, appointed on Earth no abſolute, autho- 
ritativ? Interpreter of his Word; and that his Will, 
in all prime Matters, may with greater Eaſe be 
found out by a ſerious Peruſal of the ſacred Code it 
ſelf, than by examining the jarring Sentiments of 
Syſtematic Divines and Commentators. 

The Perſons, who may be ſaid not to believe 
our Saviour's Divinity, I divided into three Claſſes; 
viz. the Ignorant, the Doublful, and (not the uller- 
ly Unbelieving, as you very inaccurately " ſay z but) 
ſuch as utterly diſbelieve or deny this Article: In 
reply to which you obſerve, that the two firſt of 
theſe Claſſes * are entirely out of our Queſtion," 
and that . the only Perſons concern'd in it, are 
the Ignorant and Doubtful as to our Lord's Di- 
e vinity, having proper Light,” &c. And © theſe, you 
« conceive, may be fitly plac'd in the third Claſs, 
among thoſe who utterly diſbelieve this Point.“ 
Had you wrote this Paſſage in the Siameſe Tongue, 
or in wild Iriſb, it could not have been more un- 
intelligible to me than it now is; and I muſt take 
Occaſion from hence to obſerve, that your Lan- 
guage and Theology are exactly ſuitable to each other, 
and both of your own making. Thoſe, who are 
only in a State of Suſpenſe 'and Doubt, about our 
Lord's Divinity, differ as much from utter Diſbe- 
lie vers or Impugners of that Article, as the Middle 
of a Radius docs from either of its Extremes: And 
that the /gnorants in the firſt Claſs fall in, and may 
be fitly plac'd with, the Arians in the third Claſs, 
155 juſt as true, as that cvbite is black, or n Chart- 


D Calumny, Sr. p.27, bid. Page 29. 
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Manch is blotted Paper. However you are ſo con- 
deſcending, as to conſider each Claſs diſtinctly 
« by it ſelf,” beginning with the Ignorant. The 
Accour& I give of, theſe, is, that, „through an 
humble Opinion of their own intellectual Pow- 
«*« ers, and an over-high Veneration for the My- 
«© ſteries of Religion, they content themſelves with 
<< believing in a confuſe, general, indeterminate 
« Way, that Chriſt is God, without ever deſcend- 
ing farther into the Particulars, and Minuteneſſes 
„ of this Doctrine; and therefore, in ſtrictneſs, can- 
„ not be ſaid either to believe, or diſbelieve his 
true and proper Dixinity.“ After which I add, 
« What, think you, will be the Doom ot thoſe 
« ignorant People at the laſt Day? Would you 
© conlign them to the bottomleſs Pit merely for 
« lack of an explicit Belief in ſo deep a Myſtery?” 
This you call an“ “ invidious and enſnaring Qus- 
« ſt ion.“ Invidious, Sir, it by no Means is; but 
I intended it ſhould be, as in Fact it has prov'd, 
enſuaring. For, though you ſaw through my De- 
ſign, you have run directly into the Toils, and 
entangled your ſelf paſt Recovery. Common 
« Chriſtians, ſay you, have no Buſineſs to deſcend 
c into the Minuteneſſes of this Article of our Faith. 
4% but to take it in its native Simplicity; to conſi- 
« der and embrace it juſt as it is propos'd, i. e. in 
% the GENERAL Notion of it.” Be pleas'd only 
to abide by this, and I will never aſk you to make 
any farther Conceſſion with reſpect to thoſe People. 


Quin bis terque bonum cum 7i/u miror, & idem 
Indiguo en 


; The Misfortune is, you cannot. ſtumble upon a 
tight Thing, but in Contradiction to your felt. 


Letter, p. 12. ® Calumny, Sc, p. 300 bd. 2.3 
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The like you ſay in another Place: » The plain 
« Chriſtian has no Buſineſs to trouble his Head 
« with natural Supremacy and Subordinalion,”” &c. 
But then you preſently fall to Boy's Play, taking 
away with your left Hand what you gave with 
your right. For, notwithſtanding this Conceſſion, 
you ſuſpend the Acceptableneſs of his Faith upon 
the Condition, that he acknowledge Chriſt to be 
p< the Supreme God, and reverence him accord- 
« ingly;” which is as much as to ſay, that a plain 
Chriſtian need not trouble his Head, whether 
Chriſt be by Nature God Supreme, or only an In- 
ferior or Subordinate God; and yet, unleſs he 
acknowledge and reverence him as Supreme, he 
has not that Belief unto Righteouſneſs which God 
will accept. To be ſhort; though, to preclude 
the whole Claſs of common Chriſtians (as you ſtile 
them) from the Poſlibility of Salvation upon Go- 
ſpel-Terms, be ſo ſhocking a Thing, that you are 
aſham*'d to do it in direct Terms, and have there- 
fore dropt a Conceſſion or two in their Favour ; yet 
you cannot allow them to have any Share in the 
Benefits of the New Covenant, without contradi- 
Eting the main Drift, and profeſs*'d Deſign of your 
Book; which is, to prove the indiſpenſable Necel- 
ſicy of a firm and hearty Aſſent to the Truth of 
„ Chriſi's Divinity, i. e. (as you explain your ſelf) 
of his real and proper Godhead, which he was 
„ inveſted with FROM all Eternity, as ſubſiſting 
«* [becauſe he will ſubſiſt] for ever and ever [To all 
„ Eternity] in the Divine Nature.” And what 
plain Chriſtian, think you, has Metaphyficks enough 

to comprehend this? 
Secondly, The next Claſs is made up of Doubters. 
% Theſe you take to be a Set of Men, who 
« profeſſing themſelves Chriſtians in the Marx, 
Calumny, Sc. p. 34, p I bid. 3. 35. q Ibid 2. 25. 
d. 7 Se P 34 p Ibid. p. 35 a Ibid. p. 25 
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tt are yet in a State of Suſpenſe as to this Article 
« of Faith; being either of Opinion, that the Be- 
« lief of it is not abſolutely neceflary to THEIR Sal- 
« vation; or elſe, not having weigh'd the Argu- 
« ments on both Sides of the Queſtion ſo through- 
4% ly, as to be able to determine which of them 
« ta chooſe.” Anſw. Firſt, How can you take 
this Sc! of Men to be Chriſtians in the Main, or 
to profeſs themrIves ſo; ſince, in other Places, 
you contend that ihe Divinity of Chriſt is e the 
« primary O ject of Faith according to the Chri- 
« ftian Scheme,” and the Hinge which the 
« Whole of it turns upon 3” that it is not * poſ- 
«+ ſible for any to lay hold on CErift, without gi- 
« ving his firm and hearty Aﬀent to the Truth of 
« it z“ and that“ the Acknowledgment of the 
« Exiſtence of God is not more eſſential to Natu- 
« ral Religion, than our aſſenting to the Divinity 
« of his Son is to that which is revealPd.” As theſe 
Paſſages carry with them a ſeeming Repugnancy, 
I could not but take Notice of it by the Way, and 
ſo put you in mind of reconciling them, when you 
write next. Secondly, I muſt remark, that you 
make two Sorts of Doubters : T he latter of which 
are deſcrib'd as not having weigh'd the Argu- 
« ments on both Sides of the Queſtion ſo throughly, 
« as to be able to determine wiich of thein to 
« chooſe.” And, pray, what other ſort of Doub- 
ters can there be, beſide theſe ? Had the Peo- 
le at Babel talk'd thus without Ideas, there would 
E been no need of confounding their Language, 
Under this Claſs I inſtanc'd in the Cale of SHιν - 
as, whoſe Character throws you into great Per- 
plexities 3 and it gives me as much Pleature to ob- 
ſerve how you mumble it, as the Philoſopher had 
in ſeeing an Als mumble a Thiſtle, As I repre- 


 T Calumny, Vc. py 55, bid. p. 50. * Ibid. * 
. lend 


ES 


ſent the Caſe of this Man, you confeſs * “ 'twas 
hard, and to be pitied.” But then you add, © there 
is a previous Queſtion to be determin'd, whe- 
ether Simmias was in reality ſo good as I have re- 
« preſented him;” that is to ſay, you query, 
whether a ſupposd Perſon is the Perſon he is ſuppos'd 
to be, If the Principle you maintain be ult, it 
cannot loſe any Thing of its Strength under any 
Poſſible Suppoſition; and though the Character ot 
Simmias had been drawn ſtill more amiable than it 
is, you could have had no Reaſon in the World to 
object to it, unleſs you can prove it either to be in 
it ſelt, or to imply a Contradiction, that one, who 
doub's about our Lord's Divinity, ſhould, in all 
other Reſpects, be ſo good a Man. Well! This 
is what you would inſinuate; though the Proof 
you give isa very lame one, and worded looſely. I 
have no where ſuggeſted, that Simmias miſcarried in 
his Search after the Vay and Means of nis Salva- 
tion; which were indeed“ to derogate from the 
„Divine Goodneſs.” *Tis enough for my Pur- 
pole, if one, ſo religiouſly diſpos'd, may be under, 
and die in, a State of Suſpenſe about this Article. 
And, as this is All that I have ſaid or ſuggeſted ; ſo 
can I perceive nothing contradictory in the Suppo- 
ſition. You urge the Authority of Arch-Bithop 
Tilloiſon; but before I had look'd into the Origi- 
nal, I was well ſatisfy'd you had quoted him unfair- 
ly. His Words are —* God would rather 
ſpeak to him (i. e. to an impartial Searcher after 
„ Iruth) immediately from Heaven (as he did to 
St. Paul) than ſuffer him to continue in ſuch an 
+ Error, as would infallibly carry [not us, as you 
* endeavour to perſuade your Readers; but] Hi 
* to Hell.“ Who does not fee, that you have 


* Calumny, &c. p. 36. ? Ibid. 
* Sermon on Fon vii. 17. N* 24, Vol. II. 
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given a quite different Turn to this Paſſage? As 
it itands en the Original, it has no Manner of rela- 
tion to the Pont you are Upon 3 'hough I muſt con- 
tes that by your Skill in Te main, or Sleight of 
Hand, i. e. by ſubllituting the Word us inſicad of 
HIM, you have wade it very pertinent to your 
Purpoſe. Doubtlels, God will never ſuffer an ho- 
neſt, ſincere Man, to miſt.ke in Things funda- 
mental to hi Salvation, or to fall into ſuch Errcrs, 
as will carry 1m to Hell, Herein every Body, 
(unlels, Sir, you muſt he exceptedz will agree 
with the Arch-Biſhop : But that a ſincere Man 
may not die in ſuch Errors, as would be certainly 
damnable to vy:, or, in other Words, miltake in 
Points genere neceſſary to Salvation; As I ſhould 
not have ſcrupled to have pronounc'd this to be a 
groundleis Opinion, though lupported by his Grace 
or any one elle; fo am I pleas'd to find that this 
Paſſage, fairly repreſented, ſays no ſuch Thing, 
and that you have only forc'd it into your Service, 
by citing it falſly. Had I been guilty of ſuch Un- 
fairneſs in any of my Quotations, how would you 
have exclaim'd? — But I forbear; and the ra- 
ther, ſince, after a good deal of elaborate Trifling, 
you are fo charitable at laſt as to expreſs your 
Hopes, that poor doubting Sas will be * entitled 
to Salvation; which implies that he be under co- 
venanted Mercies, (tor nothing but the Covenant 
gives any one a Title to Life eternal) and conſe- 
quently, that the Belief of Chris Divinity is not, 
upon Goſpel-Terms, in4!/penjably neceſſary. The 
like occurs in another Place, where you take Occa- 
tion to charge me with a moſt greundleſ and un- 
hal itable Mijrepreſentation of your Sentiments, from 
my ſaying, that, according to your Doctrine, 
** chis poor Man inuſt, by the Rules of the Goſpel, 


* Columny, Wc. p 38. t Ibid. 5. 18. 
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* infallibly be damn'd, and that none of the Mer- 
« cies of God, through Chriſt, can poſſibly extend 
to him. Well! If this honeſt, religious Man, 
though a doubting Unbeliever, is entilled to the 
Mercies of the Goſpel, we are then agreed, and 
both of us maintain the ſame Side of the Queſtion. 
Yes, this muſt be the Caſe ; nor can you any longer 
contend for the abſolute Neceſſity of a firm and hearty 
Belief of Chriſt's Divinity, without being grolly in- 
conliftent with your ſelf, But you query, whether 
% Stmmins had this Article propos'd to him with 
{+ ſufficient Evidence?“ If you would be under- 


itood of Evidence” in a r-/ative Senſe, you tritle 


egregiouſly, putting a Queſtion quite incongruous 
to the Character of a Doubter. For, in cate this 
Point had been propos'd with ſuch Evidence as ab- 
pear*d to him ſufficient, he mult have been under 
a moral Neceſſity of embracing heartily the Catho- 
lic Faith, and could not poſſibly have remain'd in 
a State of Suſpenſe about it. It you ſpeak of 
«« Evidence” in the * ab/olute Senſe, abſtracting 
from particular Circumſtances, I anſwer ; doubt- 
leſs the Man, who had not only examin'd ſcrioully 


© Calumny, Oc. p. 38. 

© "Che Words plain and evident being of like Import, "twill 
not be foreign to the preſent Argument to tranſcribe the follow- 
ing Paſſagz from Dr. Waterland. -—— - The Word plain Le 
«© dent) is an equivocal Word, and of indeterminate Meaning. 

— It is a Relative, and means plain [evident] to ſome or 
„ other. But though it be really a Rcl/ative, and often 
varies according to the Perſor, and his Degree of Attention, 
Capacity, Inclination, Sc. Yet we have torm'd ſome kind 
of Idea of an abſolute Plainnels, abſtracted from partigular 
Perſons ; and we mean by it ſuch a Plainneſs in the Nurse 
it ſelt, or in the Mor dt expreſſing it, as any one of tolerable 
Capacity, with a reaſonable Attention, and by the Uſe of the 
ordinary Helps and Means, may competently underſtand. 
In this Senſe, or by this Standard, Fundamentals are com— 
monly ſaid to be plain [or evideht.] See IM aterland's lm- 
Portance, Oc. p. 399, 400. 
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the Scripture-Proofs of our Lord's Divinity, but 
had look'd far into the Controverſy, and was well 
acquainted with the Writings of Le Moyne, Biſhop 
Bull, Le Nourry, and others on this Subject, cone 
be no ſtranger to the principal Arguments, on 
which the Catholics build their Faith, and which 
were in themſelves ſtrong enough to have throughly 
convinc'd him. Admitting that * ** he was ſtrong- 
ly braig'd and prejudic'd againſt this Article by 
the Force of Education * Of what Significancy 
1s this? The only proper Concluſion to be drawn 
from it, is, that you write at Random, multiply- 
ing Words to no Purpoſe, and without any Mean- 
ing. Let me aſk you a plain Queſtion or two: 
May not Prejudices of this Kind be ſtrong, * 
being pb ically, or even morally invincible? It y 
anſwer m the Affirmative, (as undoubtedly * 
muſt) the next Query is, Whether the Man, 
who may overcome his Prejudices, has not jugicient 
Means vf doing it? Fo proceed, 

The la? Claſs is made up of ſuch as utterly diſ- 
believe, or deny our Lord's Divinity. And here 
you begin with telling me, that f « by thefe (if 1 
„ mean any Thing to the Purpoſe) I muſt mean 
« ſuch as «wiſully and maliciouſiy reject this Article 
« of our Faith.“ I have already taken Notice of 
this, and another Paſſage of like Import, and ſhall 
only add here that, ſince it appezrs to be your 
Opinion that no Artans or Socinians whatever, be- 
fide thoſe who are wilſully and maliciouſiy ſuch, have 
proper Light and ſufficient Means of Conviction, 
(which carries with it a more ſcurvy Reflection up- 
on the Word of God, with reſpect to want of Plain- 
neis and Perſpicuity, than I ever met with in any 
Prot:/tant Writer) it concerns you, either pub- 
licxly to recant this Opinion, or to ſhery 5M it 


* C:lumny, Se p 38. f Ibid. p 41. 


may 


L-37 ] 


may be reconcil'd with the Doctrine of our Church, 
and the Analogy of Faith. 
In the former Part of your Letter you have oc- 
ca ſionally made Profeſſions of great Candour and 
Moderation, and would ſcem to be a Man of hu- 
man, generous, and Charitable Principles. But 
at length you ſpoil all, throwing off the Diſguiſe, 
and expoſing your ſelf in your true Colours. 
According to Goſpel] Terms, ſay you, he that 
„% hath not Faith in Chriſt as God, cannot be 
ce ſav'd, be he never /o ſincere in his Hypotheſis.” 
And again; *< The Acknowledgment of the 
« Exiſtence of God is not more eſſential to Nait- 
« ral Religion, than our aſſenting to the Divinity 
« of his eternal Son is to that which is revea'”d. 
« As he, that cometh to God, muſt belicce that be is, 
« and that he is a Rewarder of them that ſeek bim; 
« ſo he who would come to God through Chrift, 
«« muſt as firmly believe that his only begotten 
„ Son is of the ſame Nature with himſelf, very 
«© God of very God.” In reading thoſe Paſſages I 
could not but recollect the Words of the Prophet. 
i Can the Ethiopian change his Skin, or the Leopard 


his Spots? For here you cough out aloud, give 


Voice and Accents to your i7m9t Thoughts, and 
preſent us with a Portraiture of your pretended, 
boaſted Charity, at full length. The moſt upright 
and ſincere Arians that ever were, or poſſibly can 
be, you abſolutely exclude from all Right and 
Title to God's Favour 3; though, in the Pitifulneſs 
of your Temper, you hope, they may be ſav'd by 


#uncovenanted Grace. Cruel Mercy this, and no 


ways favouring of the Spirit of Chriſtianity ! In 
the whole New Teſtament there is not ſo much 


as one ſingle Paſſage, which, either directly, or 


indirectly ; in exprels Words, or by any juſt Con- 


© Calumny, &c. p. 42. ® Ibid. p. 51. Jer. xiii. 23. 
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ſequence, countenances any ſuch damnatory Do- 
Etrines, or ard Savings. You cite indeed in a 
ſtraggling Manner, and at different Places, a few 
Texts: But they are ſo wide from the Subject of 
our Debate, that I can hardly think you are in 
earneſt, or weak enough to believe they favour 
your Hypotheſis. But how then can you, a poor, 
frail, ſinful Creature, invade the Prerogative ot 
Chriſt by making new Conditions of eternal Lile, 
or pretend to atsfranchiſe any Perſon of the invalu- 
able Rigl:ts, which he has a Claim to by the Char- 
ter of the Goſpel? Methinks, it is inconſiſtent 
with a true Love for the Souls of our Brethrc:. 
and favours of a Spirit worle than Man's, tor 
row the Gates of Heaven, and to make the W 
thither ſtraiter than we find it in the Goſpel, whic:. 
has already declar'd it to be fo ſtrait, that bur feu 
ſhall find it. 

You know well enough Arianiſin has more than 
once been the prevailing Doctrine, and for many 
Years together triumph'd every where almoſt over 
the right Faith. This I obſerv'd to you in my 
former Letter, though you have diſingenuouſly 
paſs* it over in deep Silence, and without taking 
any Notice of what I argued on the Occaſion. Give 
me leave now to call upon you to take the Matter 
into particular Conſideration. In theſe unhappy 
Times but few, comparatively ſpeaking, believ'd 
Chriſt to be * ©* of the ſame Nature with the Father, 
« very God f very God,” which you make an indi- 
7en/able Condition of eternal Life. Thouſands, 
nay Millions, were bred up in a quite different Per- 
ſuaſion, and believ*d juit the Reverſe. Though 
they had all free Acceſs to the Rule of Faith, 
(which, as you acknowledge, muſt be 2ajy to be 
underſtood) and the major Part could read, in 
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the Original, thoſe Hundred Texts, in which eve« 
ry plain, honeſt Chriſtian will find his Savi- 
« ogr's Divinity zflerted in the ceare/t Terms; 
yt they liv'd and dy'd in the Arian Faith, What 
nv will be the Doom of theſe People at the laſt 
Day? They are all, ſay you, under ** a#coTeuant- 
« { Mercies;“ i. e. they Lave no Share at all in 
the Promiſes of the Goſpel, but will infallibly be 
damn'd in Company with the Devil and his Angels, 
unleſs it ſhall pleaſe Cod to ſhew more Mercy 
than he has promis'd. The greateſt Degree of 
Sincerity as to this particular Tenet or Opinion, 
accompany*d with the utmoſt Height of poMible 
Perfection in all other Inſtances of Faith and Pra- 
ctice, will not, it ſeems, intitle any one of them to 
God's Favour, This is your Catechiſm and Go- 
ſpel ; this your Candor, your Charity, and Mo- 
deration : And whoever thinks otherwiſe, or that 
any one individual Arian in thoſe Times was ſincere 
enough to find Acceptance with God through 
Chrijt, is a Mad-man, an Heretic, an Arian, de- 
ſerving to be ! crucity'd, to have his Tongue bor'd 
through with an hot Iron, — and what not? The 
Grounds, upon which you build this Opinion, 
ſhall be conſider'd preſently; In the mean Time I 
would aſk, what became of the Church of Chrift in 
theſe Times? Upon your Hypotheſis the Gates of 
Hell did almoſt, you cannot he certain but they did 
totally prevail againſt it. It an Arian, though ne- 
ver ſo ſincere, has no Covenant-Relation to God, 
but has forfeited the“ Character of a Chriilian or a 
Believer in Chriſt, by overthrowing the " Foun-— 
« dation common to all Chriſtians, as ſuch,““ and 
*« the very v Principle of Union berween God 
« and them;”” how could a Succeſſion of Church- 
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ſequence, countenances any ſuch damnatory Do- 
Etrines, or bara Savirgs, You cite indeed in a 
ſtraggling Manner, and at different Places, a few 
Texts: But they are ſo wide from the Subject of 
our Debate, that I can hardly think you are in 
earneſt, or weak enough to believe they favour 
your Hypotheſis. But how then can you, a poor, 
frail, ſinful Creature, invade the Prerogative ot 
Chriſt by making new Conditions of eternal Lite, 
or pretend to disfranchiſe any Perſon of the invalu- 
able Rights, which he has a Claim to by the Char- 
ter of the Goſpel? Methinks, it is inconſiſtent 
with a true Love for the Souls of our Brethrc:. 
and favours of a Spirit worſe than Man's, tor 
row the Gates of Heaven, and to make the X. 
thither ſtraiter than we find it in the Goſpel, whict. 
has already declar'd it to be fo ſtrait, that bur fe 
ſhall find it. 

You know well enongh Ariani/m has more than 
once been the prevailing Doctrine, and for many 
Years together triumph'd every where almoſt over 
the right Faith. This I obſerv'd to you in my 
former Letter, though you have diſingenuouſly 
paſs*d it over in deep Silence, and without taking 
any Notice of what I argued on the Occaſion. Give 
me leave now to call upon you to take the Matter 
into particular Conſideration. In theſe unhappy 
Times but few, comparatively ſpeaking, believ'd 
Chriſt to be * of the ſame Nature with the Father, 
very God ef very God ,”” which you make an ind:/- 
#2en/ab'e Condition of eternal Life. Thouſands, 
nay Millions, were bred up in a quite different Per- 
ſuaſion, and believ*d juit the Reverſe. Though 
they had ail free Acceſs to the Rule of Faith, 
(which, as you acknowledge, muſt be ea) to be 
underitood) and the major Part could read, in 


« Calumny, Cc. p. 4. 
che 
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the Original, thoſe t.undr-d Texts, in which eve« 
ry plain, honeſt Chriſtian will find his Savi- 
« ogr's Divinity sſſerted in the veare/t Terms;“ 
y t they liv'd and dy'd in the Arian Faith. What 
nv will be the Doom of theſe People at the laſt 
Day? They are all, ſay you, under ** uncovenant- 
« c{ Mcrcicsz"? i. e. they l. ave no Share at all in 
the Promiles of the Goſpel, but will infallibly be 
damn'd in Company with the Devil and his Angels, 
unleſs it ſhall pleaſe Cod to ſhew more Mercy 
than he has promie'd. The greateſt Degree of 
Sincerity as to this particular Tenet or Opinion, 
accompany *4 with ths utmoſt Height of poſſi ble 
Perfection in all other Inſtances of Faith and Pra- 
ctice, will not, it ſeems, ite any one of them to 
God's Favour, This is your Catechiſm and Go— 
ſpel ; this your Candor, your Charity, and Mo- 
deration : And whoever thinks otherwiſe, or that 
any one individual Arian in thoſe Times was ſincere 
enough to find Acceptance with God through 
Chrijt, is a Mad-man, an Heretic, an Arian, de- 
ſerving to be ! crucity*d, to have his Tongue bor'd 
through with an hot Iron, — and what not? The 
Grounds, upon which you build this Opinion, 
ſhall be conſider'd preſently. In the mean Time I 
would aſk, what became of the Church of Cyriſt in 
theſe Times? Upon your Hypotheſis the Gates of 
Hell did almoſt, you cannot be certain but they did 
totally prevail againſt it. It an Arian, though ne- 
ver ſo ſincere, has no Covenant-Relation to God, 
but has forfeited the“ CharaFer of a Chriſtian or a 
Believer in Chriſt, by overthrowing the " ** Foun- 
« dation common to all Chriſtians, as ſuch,““ and 
ee the very vn Principle of Union berween God 
« and them;' how could a Succeſſion of Church- 


| See Calumny, Sc. p. 76. ® Ibid p. 47, 
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Officers be duly kept up in fo deprav'd Times? 
How improbable 1s it, that there is any one Biſhop, 
in the whole World, regularly ſet apart for that 
holy Office; unleſs thoſe who are ſecluded from 
the Goſpel Covenant, and either never did hold the 
Foundation of Christ an Faith, or have apoſtatized 
trom it, are ſufficientiy quality'd for the Office of 
Conſecration, and can convey, in a right Line, 
and by a due Deſcent from the Apoſtles, all the 
Spiritual Powers of a Biſhop? The Wettern Parts 
ut the World were indeed, upon a Compariſon, 
leſs vitiated with this Hereſy, than the Eaſtern ; 
yet, even as to the Church of Rome, (which was 
rhe pureſt of all) *cis notorious that a great 
Number of her Biſhops, and ſome even of her Popes, 
drank deep of the Poiſon of Arius, And what then 
will become of the Validity of our own Orders, 
which are deriv'd from this corrupt Fountain? 
Trace the Matter to the Bottom, or in its genu- 
ine Conlequences, and you'll find that what you 
go upon, is a levelling Principle, making void the 
Diſtinction between Clergy and Laity, and ſtriking 
at the Root of all Church- Power, properly ſo cal- 
led; ſince, according to your Principles, neither 
thele Popes, nor thoſe Biſhops could be Vice: ge- 
rents of Chi, or Succeſſors to the Apoſtles ; and 
all, claiming to be Biſhops, Prieſts, or Deacons, 
in Delcent irom them, may as well derive their 
ſpiritual Pedigree from Pontius Pilate, 

The {ame Concluſion may, with Parity of Rea- 
ſon, be drawn againſt you, from the Corrupticns 
which prevail'd in the Church of Rome, at the 
Time of the Reformation. In my former Leiter J 
make uſe of theſe Words; © I know of no Prote- 
« ſtant that has preſum'd to damn the Papiſts in a 
„% Lump, notwithſtanding all the groſs Corrup- 


Letter, p. 19. : 
I : | | „ tion 


[ 41 ] 


te tion of Doctrine they are chargeable with.“ Ang 
again; “ Doubtleſs, the whole aggregate Mals of 
« Corruption in the Church of Kome will appear 
„ heavier, when weigh'd in the Balance of the 
Sanctuary, than the ſingle Hereſy of Arius- 
« And it we may not doubt but that M lions of 
% Papiſts are gone to Heaven, what Reaſon can 
« we have to thruſt the whole Sect of Arians, not 
* ſo much as a lingle Perſon excepted, into outer 
« Darkneſs, or to © mate ſuch dead Hat, and 
to ſet them upon their Graves, ——— They denied 
„the Foundation of Falth dicc ute Thrv dec. damn⸗ 
„d; There is no Salvation koz nem.“ To this 
you make no manner of Reply; a Fault, too com- 
mon with thoſe Shi we call Declaimers, wo 
neither will argue themſelves, nor take notice of 
what is argued againlt them. The Reaſon is plain: 
The whole Farrago of Popery is worle than the 
one Error of Arius : And yer, if you damn the Pa- 
piſts in a Lump, precluding het ſincereſt Perſon, 
that ever was of that Communion, from the Poſſi- 
bility of Salvation vpon Goſpel Terms, as you do 
the Arians, you run counter to all our beſt and 
moſt eminent Divines. However, I mention this 
only by the Way. I mult now puſh the Argu- 
ment a little farther, as indeed it will eaſily go. 
For if an Arian, merely as /uch, muſt be pronounc'd 
ro ſtand in no Covenant-Relation to Chrijt, the 
Head of the Church, and to want that Belief, which 
is indiſpenſably neceſſary to the Character of a Chri- 
ſtian; all the Papiſts to a Man muſt with equal, 
nay with (till greater, Reaſon, fall under the fame 
ſevere Cenfure and Condemnation. And then, 
liace you derive your Orders from Por Ance- 


Letter, b. 20. Ser My. Hooker's Sermons, p. 64. 
rCalumny, Sc. p. 53. 


F | ſors, 


- 


[ 42 ] 

ſtore, what Dirne Right to the Prieſthood can you 
retend, above what your Sext9; or Grave: Digger has? 
The Diſſenters, you know, have no high Opinion of a 
Succeſlion of Ecci-ſraſtics deriv'd from the Church 
of Rome; and a Writer of Note amongſt them 
calls it a * fatal Conceſſion,” to allow her to be 
« a true Church,” and that her Members may 
«© be ſav'd, according to the Terms of the Goſpel 
« Covenant.” Again; ſpeaking of the inv:in:c:b!y 
ignorant he has theſe Words: * Though there 
% may be a Poſſibility of their eſcaping eternal 
« Condemnation in that Church, it cannot be as 
„Members of it, nor according to the ſettled 
« Conditions of the Golpel Salvation; and we 
« muſt, I think, leave them in the fame State as 
« Tcws, Mavemetans, and Pagaus, to the uncove- 
« Hhanted Mercies of God.” [ can by no means 
agree with the Gentleman in this Sentiment. For 
a Set of Men may, I conceive, be a true Church, 
or rather, truly a Church, as having every Thing 
eſſentially neceſſary to the Conſtitution of a Church 
and yet, Geviate widely from the Truth in ſome 
articular Doctrincs, and thoſe too of conſiderable 
mportance. However, 'tis at leaſt Argumentum ad 
Hlominem, and what you, conſiſtently with your 
own Principles, can never get over. For the fame 
Way oi Reaſoning, (if it may be cal'd by that 
Name) by Which you unchriſten all Arians, ma- 
king them Aizns from the Commonweaith of Iſrael, and 
Strangers from toe Coumants of Promije, will oblige 
you likewiſe to unchriſten all che Pate: And 
then the Conicquence is unavoidable — Thole, 
who are no Cvrii:ans, or want What is 71di/pen/ably 
Neccſlary to that Character, can be no Church of 
Crit, and from thoſe, who are no Church, a due 
Succeſſion of B hops can never be deriv'd. 
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You cite but four Places of Scripture in Proof 
of what you advance, viz. 

Mark xvi. 15, 16. Go ye into all the World, and 
Preach the Geſpel to every Creature. He that believeth, 
and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved ; but be that believeth 
not, ſhall be damned. 

John iii. 36. He that believeth on the Son, hath 
everlaſting Life z and he that believeth not the Son, 
foal! not ſee Life ; bul the Il raub of Gerd abideth on 
Pm. 
| 1 John iv. 15. I hoſcever Sal cenſeſñ that Teſus is 
the Son of God, God dewelleth in him, and be in God. 

1 Cor. iii. 11. Other Foundation can no Man lay, 
than that is laid, which is Feſus Chri/?. 

Theſe Paſſages, you think, * prefs me hard :"? 
But I can fee no ſuch Force in them, no ſuch Con/e- 
quence ariling from them, as vou vainly ſurmiſe. 
They contain indeed but half an Argument; and 
yet, upon the Strength of this half Argument (for 
there is nothing more, in proof of the Point in de- 
bate, in all the Eighty eight Pages of your Let- 
ter) you ſtrut and talk big, without ever aim- 
ing to bring it to a Concluſion. You can only 
prove from hence, that we are indiſpenſably oblig'd 
to believe Chriſt to be the Meſſas; or, in other 
Words, that no one can be ſav'd upon ' Goſpel 
Terms, without believing the Goh. And of what 
Significancy is this in the preſent Controverſy ? It 
remains ſtill to be prov'd, that no Perſon whatſo- 
ever in the Arian Scheme, can believe the Bible to 
be the Word of God, or have an Affiance in Chriſt 
as his Redeemer ; concerning which you have never 
once attempted to produce any Evidence; but 
when the Thing ſhould have been prov'd, as well 
as aſſerted, the Oracle conſtantly ſhuts up in ſallen 
Silence, In ſhort, the Texts you appeal to, are 
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io far from proving, the abjolut? Neceſſity of belie- 
ving Chriſt's Divinity, that not one of them ſingly, 
nor all four in Conjunction, do of themſelves prove 
him to be God. | 

There is no need of deſcending to a particular 

Conſideration of thoſe Paſſages. However, ſince 
you ſeem to lay great ſtreſs upon Mark xvi. 15, 16. 
pretending to prove by “ Scripture Evidence, and 
in our Saviour?s own Words, one of the molt ground- 
leſs Poſitions in the World, and which tends (as 
Mr. * Chillnzworth expteſſes it) to rob Man of his 
Comfort, and God of his Goodneſs, to make Man 
deſperate, and God a Tyrant; it may not be amils 
to take ſome Notice of the Uſe you would put it 
to, and how you reaſon from it. In Form the 
Argument will run thus: 
Our Saviour ſaid, Go ye into all the World, 
e and preach the Goſpel to every Creature: He that 
«© believeth and is baptized, ſball be ſaved, and be 
«© that belicveth not ſhall be damned. 

Therefore, „ according to Goſpel Terms, he 
«© that hath not Faith in Chriſt as God, cannot be 
* ſaved, be he never lo ſincere in his Hypo- 
« theſis.” 

As wide a Conſequence as ever was drawn, and 
infinitely derogatory to the Mercies of God through 
his beloved Son. Nevertheleſs, you pretend, that 
every plain, honeſt Chriſtian *? will argue in 
lik manner from this Text, and that, if it does 
not conTtince me, you © ſha!l deſpair of doing it.“ 
Well! Ihen you muſt e'en delpair ; for, to deal 
frankly by you, ſuch Reaſoning as this will never 
convince me of more than one Thing, and chat is, 
tre Weakneſs of the Man who uſes it. You obſcrve 
tn.t" tlis Tcxt is quoted by Dr. Waterland to 
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prove that — Faith in the Goſpel is neceſſary 
„ to the Sabwation of all Men, who are bleſſed 
« with Goſpel Light ; and that Men ſhall periſh 
« eternally for Unbelief, for rejecting that Goſpel 
« Faith once ſufficiently propounded to them.” 
Impertinent again! The learned Doctor might 
well infer from hence the Necellity of ſubmitting 
to the Evidences for Chriſtianity, in Oppoſition 
both to the Law of Moſes and to Pagan Superſti- 
tion: But, pray, what is this to your Purpoſe ? 
Nez hercle nagno jam conatu :nagnas nugas dixeris. 
Look and fee, whether in all his numerous Wri— 
tings in Vindication of Chriſt's Godhead, he has 
once attempted to prove from theſe Words ſo much 
as the Truth of that Doctrine. You will not find, I 
believe, that he has; much leſs, that he has in- 
ferr*d therefrom the indiſpenſable Neceſſity of be- 
lieving it. And yet, upon a little ſober Reflexion 
you may ſee, that nothing ſhort of this will avail 
one Jot in your Favour. You go on; What 
now, I would aſk, is meant by believing the Goſpel, 
but the giving an unfeigned Aﬀent to Al the ſa- 
*« cred Truths contain'd in it. — As they are di- 
vine Truths, they are A Objects of our Faith, 
«*« and equally ſo; and to deny any of them would be 
to make Goda Lyar.” In reply to this I ſhall 
borrow the Words of Mr. Chillingworth, who under- 
ſtood the Matter well, and diſcuftcs it ſolidly, and 
with great Judgment, in the Manner following: 
There are Millions of accidental, circumſtantial, 
«* occaſional Objects of Faith in holy Scripture. — 
* Such as we are not bound to know to be divine 
Revelations, (for without any Fault we may be 
ignorant hereof, nay believe the contrary :) Such 
as we are not bound to examine, whether or no 
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te they be divine Revelations: Such as Paſtors are 
« not bound to teach their Flock, nor their Flock 
« bound to know or remember : No nor the Pa- 
« ſtors themſelves to know them or believe them, 
or not to diſbelieve them abſolutely and always, 
« bur then only when they do ſee, and know them 
© to be deliver'd in Scripture, as divine Revela- 
<« tions. — I ſay when they do fo, and not only 
« when they may do. For to lay an Obligation 
«« upon vs of believing, or not diſbelieving any 
% Verity, ſuficieut Revelation on God's part, is 
« not ſufficient : For then, ſeeing all expreſs Ve- 
« rities of Scripture are either to all Men, or at 
« leaſt to all learned Men /1fficientiy reveal by God, 
«© jt ſhould be adamnable Sin, in any learned Man, 
actually to Giſbelieve any one particular hiltorical 
« Verity contain'd in Scripture, though he knew 
« it not to be there contain'd. For though he 
did nor, yet he might have known it; it being 
„ plainly reveaPd by God. _— To make therefore 
« any Points neceſſary to be believ'd, it is requi- 
a ſite, that either we actually know them to be 
„divine Revelations; — or elſe that they be 
« commanded, under pain of Damnation, to be 
particularly known to be divine Revelations, 
«© and diſtinctly to be believ'd.“ You ſee this ex- 
cellent Writer inſiſts, Firſt, That all expreſs Ve- 
rities of Scripture are ſufficiently reveaPd by God. 
Secondly, That ſufficient Revelation, on God's 
part, 1s not ſufficient to lay an Obligation upon us 
of believing thoſe Verities. But that, Thirdly, To 
make any Points neceſſary to be believ'd by this or 
that particular Perſon, it is requiſite, either that he 
know them to be Divine Revelations, or elſe, that 
they be commanded, under Pain of Damnation, to 
be particularly known, and diſtinctly believ'd. 
When therefore you can either prove that 0 
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who openly deny Cbriſ's Divirity, are malicigus, 
affected, and /elf-condemn*d He. etiics, oppugning 
what they know to be Matter of Revelation ; or 
can pi oduce one or more Texts, Which make it the 
indiſhenſable Duty ot all Chriſt:ans to know this 
Article in particular to be reveaPd by God, and di- 
ſtinctly to believe it, this will he doing ſomethin 
to the Purpoſe: But give me leave to ay, that to 
make a Pother about this Article's being taught in 
Scripture, (when that is a Point foreign to the Bu- 
ſineſs in hand) or barcly to et, without ever 
attempting to /75ve, that the Belief of the Goſpel 
© includes an tient to the Doctrine of Chrit's God- 
head in pariiular ; tuch a way of Writing is utterly 
unbecoming a Gentleman of your {og:ca! Abilities, 
and one that ſets up for fo great an Adept in the 
Art of Reaſoning. ] 

Having thus ſhewn how defective you are in 
Scripture Evidence, I may now go on to confider 
the Authorities you have produc'd in favour of your 
Hypotheſis. You are pretty copious this Way, 
and have cited ſeveral : But the chicfeſt of them, 
and thoſe of greateſt Note, having been before 
cited by me for the oppoſite Side of the Queſtion, 
and appearing now to be forc'd into your Service, 
I mult rake the Liberty to demand them back 
again, You begin with Thomas Aquinas; from 
whom you cite the Paſſage referr*d to in the © Mar- 
gin, taking Occaſion from thence to aſk me, 
% What is the primum credibile, primary Object of 
« Faith according to the Chriſtian Scheme ? Whar 

is the Hinge which the Whole of it turns upon, 
but our Saviour's Divinity; his being the Son of 
God man feſted in the Fleſh ; the true 4 at, 
who was promis'd ; the Inſtructer ot the World 
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« by his Doctrine, and the Redeemer of it by hi; 
« Blood?” Thar is to ſay; Are not al! and every 
of theſe important Principles the primum coedibile. 
the rt Principle of Chriſtians? Or, in other 
Words, are not four or five Articles the One moſt 
fundamental and prime Article of our Faith? In 
which, I know not whether you are to be admir'd 
moſt, as a Divine, or as an Accomplant, 

Beſide, *tis without Reaſon, that you call this 
the fir/t and moſt fundamental Article of the Chri— 
ſtian Faith. Hereby you detract indire&ly from 
other Points, making them leſs important than 
they really are, particularly thoſe that follow. 
Firſt, The Authenticity of the ſacred Code. Arch- 
Biſhop Laud ſets this Article ſoremoſt of all, gi- 
ving it the Precedency to Chriſt's Divinity, and the 
reſt of the Articles in the Apoſtles Creed. His 
Words are, „The Belief of Scripture to be the 
« Word of God, and infallible, is an equal, or ra- 
« ther a preceding prime Principle of Faith, with, 
4 or to the whole Body of the Creed.” In like 
manner the learned Dr. aterland ſpeaks: The 
« Certainty of the Canon in general, and the Au- 
© thenticity of the ſacred Code are fundamental Ar- 
« ticles, and are previous to thoſe which Scripture 
« it ſelf contains,” Secondly, The ſupreme Au- 
thority of Jehovah, the God of Iſrael, in Oppoſi- 
tion to the Reveries of Baſilides, Valentinus, Cerdo, 
and Marcion. Thirdly, The Humanity of Cbriſt. 
Even in the Apoſtolical Age the Followers of Si- 
mon Magus, called afterwards the Doce!@ or Phan- 
taſiaſtæ, deny*d this Article, making our Saviour 
a walking Ghoſt, or a mere Phantom. Sr. Jobn 
animadverts upon thoſe IHeretics with uncommon 
Severity, and gives them the Name and Title of 
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Antichriſts. Every Spiri: that con/: fects not that 
Jeſus Chrijl is come in the Fieſh, is net of God. And 
this is that Spirit of Antichriſt, &c. In another Place 
he ſpcaks thus. Many Deceivers are enter” d into the 
World, why confeſs not that eſus Chriſt is On in le 
Fleſh : This is a Deceiver, and an Antichriſt, * 
ſider, Sir, a little, and you'l find, the Herely 0 
thoſe Men to equ+l, nay cven to cx in M r 
that of Arie; cipecially if you take into Account 
how ſtr:it a Connexion the [ſumarity of Chriſt has 
with, the next laſtapce I ſhall mention, which 1s, 
Fourthiz, The Doctrine of a PReſurrciiron. The 
Denial of tl. is is by St. Paul crprefly declar*d to be 
ſubverſive of che whole Chriil;an Religion. Ws 
there be no Re/urreti9n of the Dead, then is Chriſt not 
riſen. And ij Civiſt be not ric, ion is our Pre ache 
ing vain, au yu Faith is a 3 From which 
Wor ds Dr. Matlerland obſerves, that the Doctrine 
of a Reſurrection is“ ** necefliry in the big? De- 
gree.” He goes on, The like ! lay of the Do- 
„ Ctrine of the LENT not that it is neceſſa !) in i 
ce the ſamo Dante with the Doctrine of the Relur- 
5 rection, but in Proporlion, white much depends 
«© upon it, though not / much as does upon 
« the other.“ Fi e, The Doctrine of the Soui's 
Immortality and a Retribution heteaf er, as broug bi 
to light by the Goſpel. Sixty, The Do \Qrine of 
Puſtification, not by I/orls which we have done, 
but by Faith in Christ. 1 1e Neceflity ot 
Holineſs, and a good moral L. in Opyofttion to 
the monſtr: us5 Ter ts of fomry of the wilder Aulinc— 
mais. What think vou. Fir, Of rhele Artcies ? 
Si:ew, if you can, that no! on Of them is cqualiy 
fundamencal, cr has 16 much d. pending upon it, as 


the Divinity ot Cœσu To iciurn low to your 
Avu:t.ommies, 
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The next is Arch-Biſhop Laud: From whom 
you cite ſeveral Paſſages, and then aſk, * «+ Doth 
« jt not appear from hence even to Demonſtration, 
that he aſſerts ſome Points to be fundamental to 
all Chriſtians; that every one who has the Ule 
of Reaſon, is oblig'd to give an explicit Aﬀent 
« to them; and that the moſt Fundamental of all 
« is the Coming of Chriſt in the Fleſh? ” — Ri- 
um tenealis, Amici. Alas! Sir, you miſtake 
Chrilt's Humanity for his Divinity, and prove only 
that we muſt believe his Coming in the leb, when 
the indiſpenſable Neceſſity of believing him to be 
very God, was the Point in Queſtion. I am really 
aſham'd to trouble the World with Remarks on 
uch Impertinencies, which are quite beneath the 
Dignity of Reaſoning. Well! but it ſeems thoſe 
very Paſſages, which I had cited from this Pre- 
late, © „will, if duly conſider'd, appear to make 
« directly againſt** me. This is ſpoken with Con- 
fidence enough. Let us examine what Foundation 
you have for it. You obſerve that“ he inſiſts up- 
*< ona Foundation, which is common to all, and 
firm to all:“ After which you aſk, „What 1s 
this Foundation, which is common to all Chri— 
ſtians, as ſuch, but our Saviour's Divinity? 
And how is it poſſible for any to lay hold or 
4 Chriſt, the Son of God, and Redeemer of the 
World, without giving his firm and hearty Al- 
« fent to it?” But, Sir, *tis not your Buſineſs to 
aſk 2ue/ions, (which is eaſy even to a Proverb) 
but to bring Proofs. You know well enough what 
my Opinion is with reſpect to this Matter; and for 
that Opinion you have been pleas'!, in “ the 
« Meckcoeſs of your Spirit,“ to ſtigmatize, and 
revile me as an Arian, in many Companies. It 
would therefore have been much more for your 
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Reputation, as a Scholar, to have ſupported thoſe 
Cenſures by Scripture-Evidence and cogent Rea- 
ſons, than to abuſe the Patience of your Readers 
with ſuch idle [nterrogatories. I grant that un- 
« leſs Jelus ri be the Corner Stone, the ſpiritual 
« Building cannot ſubſiſt; and that the Whole 
depends upon this one Point. This is fandamen- 
tal to all, and of abſolute Neceſſity to be be- 
„ liev'd by all; — and if any one ſhall] reject it 
„ wil/n!ly ſnay, I will add, never ſo involuntarily} 
« he cannot be fav'd according to the Terms of 
„the Gofp*!.” All this, I ſay, I am ready to 
orant: Bu: then, you'll find it an hard Taſk to 
make out tae Pertinency of it, though you ſhould 
take as much Time to do it, as be did, who un- 
dertock to make an Als ſpeak. The Truth is, 
"tis only ſaying, (what is as clear as the Sun at 
Noon-day:) that thoſe only, who believe the Go- 
ſpel, are entitled to its Promiſes. You go on, 
© A Denia of the Foundation, this pious Prelate 
© allows, wil ſhut a Chriſtian out of Heaven, 
though he would not take upon him to expreſs 
** any other Tenet or Opinion that will.“ But, 
pray, What are we to underſtand here by the 
6s Foundations“ Does the Arch- Biſhop any where 
ſay that og : Godhead is ſo; and that the De- 
nial of lis wal inevitably ſhut every individual 
Chr'- i.n our of Heaven, though he would not fay 
the nne of any other Opinion? Nothing like tt: 
This is o:\y your own Inference, not the Doctrine 
of your /.u'ior. On the contrary you your felt 
have Cited him, as © expreſly making the molt 
+ ſun. mental Point of Chriſtianity, the primum 
e credibilz, io be the Coming of Feſus Chriſt in the 
4% Flefp,” To the like narrow Scantling he con- 
tracts the Foundation in the following Paſſage, ci- 
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ted in my laſt Letter. As Chrift, ſays he, epi- 
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to:nizes the whole Law of Obedience into theſe 
two great Commandments, the Love of God, 
and our Neighbour ; fo the Apoſtle epitomizes 
the whole Law of Belief into theſe two great 
\\ ſents, Tha! Cid is, and that be is a Rewarder 
„ them that (cet him, H<b. xi. that ſeek bim in 
C.“ Upon the Wh ie, *tis you, Sir, that 
ebe been injurious to the Memory and Wri- 
© tings”? of this Kuchen, by compelling him to come 
in as **a Patron and dvocate“ for your ſtrange 
anc opchriſtian E potbeſt:, „which I am fully 
« fatisfy*d he wou.c have rejected and remonſtra- 
de ted againſt, wit the juſteſt Abhorr-nce and In- 
„ digdation.“ He would not «xp:cl> that Tenet 
or Q;inion ; (tre Denia! of the Fou 1t10n only 
excepted) which cut off ail Hopes of Salvation up- 
on Goſpel Terms: And tie Denial of the Founda- 
tion is, accor_it;z to h tz, inconſiſtent with an 
hearty Affiance in the Blood of Chrijt a:one tor the 
Rem:Mmca of 5:15, and a Readinels to aſſent to eve- 
ry part of Scripture, in what ſhall appear, after 
diligent and firccre Enquiry, to be the intended 
Scrte and Meaning ct it. 

1% following Paſſage had been cited by me 
from Rr. CG r he Variety of Men's 
« Circunftances makes it impoſſible to ſet down 
* an Exact Catalogue of Fundamentals; 2s im- 
peſſible as it is, * to make a Dial to ſerve all 
„ Meridians.“ In return you tell me that, it I 
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had caſt my Eye on the twelfth Paragraph of 


his thi:d Chapter, I ſhould have found, that 
* Faild in Chriſt, and Repentance, are there ſup- 
„ pos'd by him to be ſimply and abſolutely neceſ- 
* ſary to Salvation,” To which there is no need 
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of making any Reply. Barely to recite ſuch Peri- 
lities, is to confute them effectually, and turn them, 
and their Authors too, into Ridicule. Again you 
ſpeak thus: *** Though he [Mr. r- . 
« doth not preiend to let down an exact Liſt o 
« Fundamentals, he yet expreſly aſierts, Faith in 


« Chriſt (51h includeto init an AMſeut 19 bis Divi- 


e nity) to be ont.“ Wat a wretched Adverſary 
have Ito d:.al with ! You decide the whole Contro- 


verſy in a awematica! Way, and by your own Au- 


thority 3 as if to reaſon, and bring Arguments, 
were a piece of Drudgery which you have an irre- 
concilcable Averſion to. If Faith in Chriſt neceſ- 
ſarily 77:c/216c5 in it an Aſſent to his Divinity, m 
Poſi:ion c, beds in Malignity the Hereſy of Arius 
or $:c:45, and is indeed no better than Dem it ſelt. 
But then my Coinfort is, you have brought no 
Manner of i<Cvidence for this; (though the Whole 
of our Debate turns upon it) and ſince you are 
not yet advanc'd to the Papa! Chair, or Scat of In- 
fallibicity, your aſſerting the Thing, without attempt- 
ing to prove it, is rather a Reaſon why we ſhould 
retuſe, than why we ſhould give our Aſſent to it. 
*T'is needleſs to take farther Notice of what you 
have cited from Mr. Chillingworth. I ſhall go a 
ſhorter Way to work. In my laſt Letter I was ve- 


ry brief in my Citations from him, thinking that you 


were well acquainted with the Hiſtory of this great 
Man. But ſince you now appear an utter Stranger 
to what is wel! known to moſt of our Divines of 
but halt the Reading you pretend to, I muſt take the 
Trouble of giving you ſome Information about ir. 
Know then and undes and, that the damnatory Sen- 


tencts in the Athana'anCreed gave this our famous 


Champion, the Achilles of Proteſtants, great Of- 
ience 3 as appears by a Letter he wrote to his inti- 
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mate Friend, Dr. Sheldon, afterwards Arch-Biſhop 
„H Canterbury, ** T hough I dc verily believe, ſays 
„be, the Church of Ege, a tru: Member of 
« the Church; that ſie wints nothi..g neceſſary to 
«++ Salvation, and hoids nothing repugnant to it; 
« and had thought, that to think o, had ſufici— 
« ently quality*d me for Subſcrip tion: Yet now [ 
<< plainly ſee, if I will not juggle with my Conſci— 
*« ence, and play with God Alwic ty. muſt for- 
« hear. For, to ſay nothing of ole: Things, — 
4 two Points there are, wherein I am fully ;oſol- 
« ved, and therefore care nut who knows my 
« Mind. One is Sc. —— The other, that the 
% damning Sentences in St. Athanaſeus's Creed (as 
« we are made to ſublcribe it) are molt falſe, and 
& alſo in a high Degree preſumpruous and ichiſma- 
ce tical. Aud therefore I can neither [ubicribe that 
de thele Things are azrezable to the Il d , God, 
6c ſeeing I believe theyare certainly repugnan: it; 
« nor that the whole Common P. ayer is lawful to be 
c uſed, ſeeing I believe theſe Parts of ic certainly un- 
ce lawful; nor promiſe that / my jelf «1 uſe it, ſee ng 
« [ never intend either to read theſe Things, — 
e to ſay Amen to them.” Such were i, S 
ments at the Time he wrote this Leiter. An 
though afterwards, upon his being made CH 
of ihe Church of Sarum, he did ſubſcribe ; (as a” - 
rears, though the Fact has been muc: quell on'd, 
y the Subtcription-Book of that Church, which 
teverai Years ago I had an Opportunity co: lcng 
yet 'tis evident enough, he had hen re!.ps'd into 
is old Notion about this Subſcripiion, and made 
it, not as to Articles of Beli or Aſſent, but of Uni- 
en and Peace only, This was certainly $cdors 
Senſe of ſubſcribing ; (who wrote to Mr. Chilling- 
rer to perſuade him to ſubſcribe, and, in all like- 
Rn was principaily the Inſtrument in bringing 
un to do it) and 10 it was likewiſe of many of 
the 
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the moſt eminent Divines of thoſe Times, and in 
all probability of Laud himiclf ; though, to ſpeak 
freely my own Opinion, nothing can be more ab- 
ſurd, than to conſtrue the Deſign of our Subſcrip— 
tions in this Senſe. But what is molt of all conſider- 
able in the Caſe, is, his own Declaration in the 
Preface to his Book, which was publiſh'd but a few 
Months before he accepted of the Preterment above- 
mentioned. For the Church of 'Erz/az.q, lays 
« he, I am perſuade: that the conſtant Dectrine 
„ of ir is ſo pure and orthodox, that whoſoever 
« believes it, and lives according to it, undovbtea- 
4c ]y he ſhall be ſav'd; and that chere is no Error 


** 


« jn it, which may neceſſitate or uarrant any Man 


« to diſturb the Peace, or renounct the Commu— 
& nion of it, This in My Opinion is ALL intended 
855 by Subſeription ; ind thus much it YO'i CONCEIVE 
& me not read to ſuhſcribe, your Coats, I ai. 
„ ſure you, is much udien.“ Go now, Sir, 
proclaim and avoi.-2 among your gaping, credu- 
dus Partizans, at Dr. Chillmgworts never * was 
© of Op.t10n that, according to the Terms of the 
« Goſpel, the Belict of our Saviour's Divinity is 
e not indlipeniubly neceſſary to Salvation in the 
« next Life, nur o the Character of a Chriſtian in 
„the preſent.” | | 

If you have cited Dr. Edwards truly, (concern- 
ing which, ſince J have not the Book at hand to 
zonſulr, at have, moreover, diſcover'd by many 


arols Inft.nces of Unfairne in this Way, that you 


are far from being worthy of implici: Belief with 
reſp: to the Juſtneſs of your Quotations, I muſt 
take the Liberty to ſuſpend my Judgment) he 
docs declare for the abſolute and indiſpenſable Ne- 
ceſſity of believing our Saviour's Divinity. Bu: 
then I mutt remark, that he only a/:+:; the Thing, 
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which you your ſelf have done often enough to fi- 
lence me for ever, it Confidence and Declamarior: 
might paſs tor ſound Reaſoning. But this neither 
1s, nor ought to be the Caſe ; z and z//e dixit has 
avail'd but little. ever ſince the School of Pytha- 
goras broke up. Scripture Evidence is what I have 
a Right to demand: Ard if your Author could 
have turniſh*d you with any Thing ct this kind, no 
doubt you weuld have produsꝰq it, and fo made a bet- 
ter Figure, than you do, in the argumentative Way, 
Dr. "Nic bolt, it ſeems, in the Name of the whole 

* Clergy of the Church of /: ge ad, expreſſes him: 
ſelf in the following Manner: — < There is ano— 
« ther Arminian Dodtrine which we avoid as dead- 
« ly Poilon, their Aſſertion, that there is no Ne- 
„ ca ſſity of acknowledging three Pertons in the 
% Divine Nature, nor that Cori in 35 cular is 
« the eternal Son of God: This bc ; Notion 
„% our Church abom.na'es and Teſts as an hei- 
% nous Impiety; and what was never heard of in 
« the Writings of the Primitive Chriſtians.“ ? Tis 
to be hop*d, Sir, that you ſometimes keep cloſer 
to your Text. | grant, 1 contend for the Impor- 
tence of theſe Points, denying only that they are fo 
in i{oenfably neccllary, a5 tnat no one can àve an 
{terett in Chi, who dots not i elieves them: So 
that the eki 15 qui * foreign to the Sui ject of 
our Debate. Give inc Jcave now to cr: fs e mine 
this VWitncis, and fee whether he ſpe KS cronfiitonte 
ly with what you have adyanc'd elſewhere, By 
aying that h 0 {peaks thts in the Name of the whole. 
C'ergy of Z. card, \ 30}  1cMiciencly (xte y OUP 
A preb nion of the Pal. ge, ard make eit your 
ep. But how einen could you let fall © e fol. we 
a Words „ 4 cann t bat take Notice of an 
„ bored NMiſrepreſentation of me which you ate 
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& chargealle with, for ſuggeſting. that make 


© the PI „ 1 of the con:imen People Ge- 
e pend up. r afler.ting to our Saviour's God- 


8 "head, as Graph up in Scilajttc Terms ; and 
c that Jam of Opinion, that they cannot blieve 
this Fomnr-4 crept ably, Wwitiout being able to 
„ compre Hen: d the Meaning of Per/orality, Conſub- 
ce flantialite, Corquality, eternal Generation, & c. — 
“am ſo far from thinking ſuch an explicit Belief 
«6-15 This ablolt ately: neceflary tor commaon Pe ople, 
& t{,at, on the contrary, Tafhrm it not at all ne- 
& cchary taν Man's Salvation whatever.“ IT hele 
two Paſſiocs e at great variance, and, like the 


famous D Man + Cocks, fal upon, and miſera— 

bly woundone 3 though acl gn'd to be both 
a 

en one ſide 


Lo what VGU Gte from Biſhop Stilling fleet, and 
Dr. [/at:;ad, it might ſuffice to reply in th e Words 


7 


„t ric 5 : „ O) the Miſchict of Coton Place 


- 


+* Books, which make Men write what they find, 


„no what i proper for their Purpoſe,” How- 

Ever to do fol Tuſtice to you, as well as to my {c]t, 
1 . 

nl train SN in two diſtinct Colum 1 what we 

ave relpe. AY Ls from them, and then leave 

the Reader: to judge, whether they ſpeak charita- 


bly, as 1 do, or join with + voz in the damnatory Side 

of rhe Que . 

Teftimsnics = re by vit. Te inc ones Cite by MC. 
1 . Seillin- Vol. [ Bp. Slilling ſleet, Vol. 


i 
IV. F. 31.] The 8 5 V1. p. 633.] 1 he Mean- 
tendr. vg ilappinels up- ing of the damnatory 
n the Conditions of our Clauſes, in the Albana— 
7 EVERY in Chriſt, and ſian Creed, is not that 
cbaleiug in 5 ; theſe every one is damn'd, who 
[WO 11 hi 205 are indiſpen- doth not canceive aright 
ſably necilliry to Salva- of the Difference of Na- 


Hl. V. Aaſwer to leveral Treatiles, 7. 40. 
k 


tion, 
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1 cited 'by 50. 
tien, (where the Go- 
ſpel s + known; for we 


have no reaſon to en- 
quire into the Method of 
G65. 8 1 FOCCeUING with 
others) an Uearty At- 


ent to the Dedtrine ef 


Cb it, and a conſcien- 
tious Walking accoru- 
ing, to the Precepts Ol 


* 
- . 1 4 — * 1 * 7 4 . 
# # 
10 . S7 6 4 # 44 75461 $ od % v 4 4 


* * * - * 

4 4e are VC ( 781 * in &4.- 
. s. ts * . + 1 — | „ # - 

24 N. Adi. ad LS Dat . CA 161 7743 


J * 
to me N unneccifary 
— - , * 4 
4e * e e A; ſont 19 2h 
— 1 
Lon. *rome of CL 4 e- 


Sead from God Gy mij! ne- 
CC Jari 4 carry 277 24 % 2k. 5 
ES 15 jet /! cin in or der 10 
Salvation. Il Haleve. bere- 
fore 35 neceſſary to a ſpirt- 
tual Life, is neceſſary ab- 
foelutcly 19 Salvation, and 
20 mie; put what, and 
be. ue&⁰ wat ig, mult be 

al ber'd by eve Ty Ole, 5 
40 2 frem Scripture; 
but is imnollible to be die- 
fin 4 ON cibers, 
Pei een. But in all, Faith. 
towards God, and in our 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and 


9 . B. The two Pa ſia ges you cite from thi: 


ne another, t, Ha 


IT 
Words, (1H 'Y ' ng tuen * 


as 0 All 


Teſtimouics Cle by me. 
ture and Perion in tho 
Irmity, or of the Uflen- 
tial and Perional Attri— 
butes; but that t oe — 
who wilfully rejcct this 
Article ot the Chriſtian 
Fai h, when it is duly 
Fropos'd to them, are 
oulty of a damming Sin. 
— It wkien th's Doctrine 
Of there vis * 105 "U 
to Mens Minds, they 
wil! not confider it, nor 
weiph the Atguments on 
| oth Sides IN partially, 
but wit Storn and Con- 
ten pt rei ect it, and en- 
deavour to bring Re- 
proach uf oh Chriltiani- 
ty for the Sake of it, and 
diſturb the Peace of the 
Church about it; ſuch 
cannot be ſu iq to receive, 
or believe it faithyully,and 


by ſuch Sins they do run 


the Hazard of perifoing 
evertl; TIF Nel. 

Dr. 1 i 'erland. See 
Critical Hijflory, Cha] ).X.| 
1he Meaning is, that 
every One is t blig'd, un- 
der Pain t Damnation, 


to preterve, as far as in 


Author lying rear 


YC 1 the I. wert 10 1 Cot uce the In trim edlate 


g T5990 Tei Car: acter. The 


Beader will cally ſer the Reaton 5, ty you fuppicl-'d them. 


Repent> 


TT ITE 
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1eſtimonies cited by you. 
Rereniance from dead 
Works, are ablolutcly 
and indiſpentably ne-el- 
fary to Salvation; which 
imply in them both an 
univerſal 
Mind to 


beli ve an 


obey God in all Things. 


[Dr. Waterlind. See 
Importance, Page 7 
All Parties and D-no 
minations of Chrittiins, 
wio appear to have 
had. the Truth of it 
{the Trinity] at Hearr, 
or any good Degree 
of Zeal for it, have 
contended equally for 
the Neceſſity of be- 


Reacinels of 


T »/7; LL ARISE ! ty NE. 
51 n 11228, the tr 1e and 
7 Saks |. . \s o the 


* 
{\ilwances CEE TER made 


for 63500530 ” . , | 355 NCTE. 
8 © 725 

Prei nlice, or arv. ner 
29 3 2 — 

unuvgilnble lahenties; 


. * a. 2 1 ! m4 
aS tue Ii ? ] 1114175186 


in the Caſe of any other 
Sin, fo may we, and 
* 1 eV alto 1 2 [) Cad - 
a lin this: Bur it was 
foreign to the Purpole of 
thi Cre -4dto:aike Notige 
of it in this Cils Harlicu- 
larly, wen it is 
to all Caſes of ! 
cure. 

[Leid.] This (1. 6. the 


laſt Com minton in the 


nu. 


* 'B,, 
IKE A- 


Athanaſian Cretd) is to be 
underitood, like ail other 
ſuch general Propolict- 
ons, with proper Re- 
ſerves, and qualifying Conſtructions. As for In- 
ſtance, if after laying down a Syitem ot Chi tian 
Morality, i: be ſaid, This is the Chrijtian Pate, 
which, except a Man faithfully ol rde and follow, ne 
canno! be ſuv'd; it would be no more than juſt and 
right, thus to ſay. But no one could be tuppos'd 
hereby to exclude any tuch mercitul Abatements, 
or Allowances, as ſhall be made for Mens / 1114 - 
tar Circumſtances, Weakn:- es, Frailtivs, Ignv: ance, 
Inability, or the like; or tor their He Intentions, 
and houeſ Deſires cf knowing and doing the whole 
Willof God; accompany'd with a gonvra! Repentance 
of their Sins, anda firm Reliance „pon Gop's Mercy, 
thro? the ſole Merits of Chrijt Je. 

H 2 In 


lieving it, and have re- 
ſus'd Communion with 
the Impugners of it. 
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In tne Concluſion of thoſe Citations ou obſet ve, 
at „ *twould be lupertluous to trouble me with 
% any farther Authorities.” Really, Sy, you 
have ſhewn your felt throughout to be the very 
Pink ot Courteſy, and been excecding carciul, that 
none of your Authorities ſhould preis nie hard, or 
trouble me rco much. You could no doubt have 
produc*d, if you had been fo minded, thute that 
are ſtronget and more home. Even the ſlender 
Acquaintance, which I have with Books, has tut- 
niſh'd we with ſeveral Initances ot this kind z tho' 
indeed | have always look'd upon hem as vnc 
tent, incaute/ous Expreſſions 3 and hive generaiiy 
found too the fame Authors fpe..king the Reverle 
iN other Faces s, Where they have proſeſſedly treat- 
ei on the Point, and uver'd their Sentiments 
INQ!E Batt, ajly . Give mc fave now to TETUFN part 
of your Civilities, by pretcniung you with the fol- 
lowing, alſhge, which, conſideæring the Character 
of the . Author, is of more weight in your Caule, 
than all your own Citations put lug einer, The 
* ords are the Words of Seivian concerning the 
Aiman Gos and Vandal, among whom that Her-fy 
prevai! 0 pw. arcs of two Hundred Years : * ++ The 
Tradition of their Teachers, and the Doctrine 
they have been bred up in, is as it were a Law 
to them. — They arc Herctics then, bus don't 
„ know tiiey are ſo. In ſhort, they arc Heretics 
n gur ſvogment, not fo in their ozrrw, For the 
« elicer themſelves fo very g00d Callolies, that 
LEY nig mattes us with the infamous Name of 
+ Heretics, Sach therefore as they are to us, we 
are to them. We know aflureviy that they are 
njurious © the Divine Generation Ui tie Son, of 
& Got, in making him inferior to the Fatker : 


Ca! 271. 5 . D. >. 
De Guvernaticn, Dei, Lib. V. p. Tait. Paris, 1069. 


15 They, 
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„ They, on the contrary, think we dcrogate from 
„the Father, in making the Son equal to him. 
« The Truth is with vs; but the y preſume it to 
« be with them. We truly tonour Gd; Hut they 
« tink their Opinion tends molt to his Honour. 
40 Th. y are in 7: undutitul to Grod 3 but this 
« they eſteem the chiel Duty of Rel gion. They 
& are impidus; but they think it 0 be true Pity. 
„ They err therefore z but tis with an net 
6 Mind, not out of tlatred but Aliiction to God; 
« thinking hereby to honour, and exjrets their 
t | ove for the Lord. Tho! they have not the right 
« Faith; vet they think their Opinion to be an 
« Inſtance of tie moſt perfect Love of God. Hum 
« they all be 77974 at the Jait Day, none but 
« the judge can know.“ To procced, 

What ſhall I now do at Jail with the .7:naraan 
Creed ? Or, how contirive to get over it? Hue 
you {all upen nie with as much Courage, as Don 
Owing, uhꝭ,N vou 5liken your felt to, did upon 
the Win mill. Bat what Grounds, what Reaſon 
had you to lay, that * “ the damnatory Clauſes 
« oive me great Ofience ?* Or to aſk, i With 
& what Sinccrity I ſubicrib'd to the Truth of this 
Creed, believing it to be falſe?'“ This 1s Calum- 
ny and Defumaltion with a Witnels. One would be 
apt to think, that you no ways regard how you 
tab your own Character in the Eyes of all ntetiigent 
Readers, provided you can but link mine in the 
Eſteem of the rte Saould I, Sr, ailirm, that 
the Oaths' of Allegiance and Abjuration g ve you 
great Uneafinels, and afk, with what * erit 
you ſwallowed them, belicving it to be a Sin to do 
it, doubticls, you'd be ready to call me. a vile 
Slanderer 3 and yet per! naps you may be tenſible, 
that 1 have (to Ipcak wWitkin COlupals) as goud 


— 
1 


5 Page 88.  ® Sce Calimny, Cc. p. 70. 7 Ibid. 7. C7. 
Rea- 
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Reaſon for ſaying that, as you have for what yon 
here ſay. I make no doubt of your reading this 
Creed © ** in Obedience to the Command of lawful 
« Authority 3”? or of your reading it « with the 
e utmott Satisfaction.” But, pray, what Senſe 
do you read it in? Or, what Interpretation do 
you, in your own Mind, put upon the Words, as 
you go over it:? too much ſuſpect you conſtrue ir 
in the „rid Senfe, as declarative that . According 
to Golpel Terms, he that hath nat Faith in 
Chriſt, as God, cannot be ſav'd, be he never 
« ſo fincere in his Hypotheſis.” But, good God! 
how can you take any Plea/ure or Satisfaction in the 
damnatory Sentences thus rigidy underſtood ? They 
are quite ſhocking to Humanity. — Beſide, if 
you read it in this rigid Senſe, you have at preſent 
no Authority at all, nor can there ever be any 
[awful Authority for reading it fo. You know well 
enough, that this Creed is one of the Things ob- 
jected to by the Diſſenters. Suppote then, that it 
15 to be underſtood in the Afri Senfe, agreeably to 
the Doctrine you teach; and that this was the In- 
ten ion of the Impoſers; what will be the Confe- 
quence? Why, our Church muſt either quietly 
jubmit to the Reproaches of her Adverſaries, or, 
like that of Rome, ſupport her Doctrine by her 
own Authority; for Scripture will aftiord no Sup— 
port to it. Miniſterial Conformity will then be quite 
unjuſtifiable, and the Laiiy may be juſtly cauda- 
liʒ'd at this part of the Liturgy, Believe me, Sir, 
you are involv'd in a great Difficulty, which J 
know not how you can extricate your ſelf from, 
otherwiſe than by making a publick Recantation of 
what you have publickly advanc'd ; which there- 
fore «+ I would by all Means adviſe you to make 
e ingenuouſly, and the ſooner, I think, the better.“ 


* 


* 


* Calumny, Cc. p. 71. 
1 6 


fs 
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As this is a Point of very great Conſequence, affect- 
ing the Reputation of our Church, with reſpect to tue 
Purity of her Doctrine, and alſo of her Cle roy, with 
reſpect to the Honelty of ther Subſcriptions, ” tis ta- 
key N. ice of, in my firſt Letter, in the Manner 
following: It you conſtrue the Words of this 
«« Creed in the 1lrict Senle, as ſuppoſing an expli- 
« cir Blick 4 all the minute Branches of the Do- 
« (ine of the I rinity, which are there with great 
« meta ln fical Skull aud Subtlety ſet forth, to be 
& not only ne cet in the gencral, but indiſpenſa- 
&« bly nece{l.ry to the Salvation of every particular 
„ Chtriſtian; you will do well to conſider, whether 
% you Cid net lublcribe without duly thinkin N- 
« on the Matter 3 and whether, as oft as yu ? 
& this Crecd by the Direction of the Ru! rick, » 
© dont flemnly denounce Damnation againit 
Thoutinds of well-meaning People under the 
« thre? (Clafles of Unbelitevers before-mentior*d, 
without any Warrant fr. Scripture tor ſo doe» 
6 ing; This, tacthinks, is a very awakening 
60 Point,” e The Reply you make to this is 
very extiavriinary, You firſt cite ve Paſſage 
thus: It you conſtrue the Words of this Creed 
„ in the {trill Scule, as luppoling an explicit Be- 
lief of all the minute Branches of the Doctrine of 
the I'rinicy. which are THERE, with great me- 
taphy lical Steh and Suhtlety, fer forth to be not 
only neccellairy in the general, but INDISPENSA=- 
ELV NECESSARY TO THE SALVATION OF EVE=- 
© Ry PAXkTICULAR CiiRISTIAN, yOu will do well 
« tu coplidur,” tc. After which you add: Here 
©«K | concyoiy. ou re guilty of another great Mi- 

Bake, in .fuiiing that all the minute Branches of 
the Doch conalurd in the Aibanaſian Creed, 


ce 
«c 
cc 
cc 


&C 


" Calumny, Sc. p. 68. 
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« ore ſet forth in it, as indiſpeiſa bly nec. 5 {0 0712 
« 7y 5 riicular Chritian's Salvation 6p and then you 
goon ora good Way together beating the Wind; 
ant ſiahting v 5 Your own Shadow, I have pro— 
do” the Paſſige, both as it flands in the Otigi- 
ral, an ae vou bade cited it, that the Reader may 
fee }c w or: ily you have milreprelentes] it, *Tis 
obſi vA. Jie, Fer, tha! 5 bring me under the * Guile 
« of a g cat Nitſteke,” you have f iſted in two 
C: mm 4% wh EIT [ have none, VL. ne at he 1* nad 
of ri: Wor 1 * ire; - another at Sri;lety 3?" and 
lupprefe' that Which I ſubjoin'd 40 the Word 
« ſoh;'“ by which means the Rleanit ing of my 
Words is P« rvertcd, and a cuite differen? Turn is 
given to chem. from what 1 intende . Was this 


done with or witho ut a wy fign n, through Igrotance 
or through Artifice? It * vas done i 19197 aril'v, your 
Memory tels you more than you are aware. of; 
and vou have Hractien rot only what gen read in 


Days of yore, but alſo /:7 to read. It you did, it 
deſig cd 15 was 2 nean Artifice, a low Picce of 
Cratt indced. 1 now call vpon you to confider the 
Matter more ſeriouſlyj. Lay vour Hand upon 


w } % 1 
s your Fleart. and put the Queſtion | me to your 
7 * N 88 29 bac} 2 1 1 * ! x . 
« Coricience,” Whether this Creed token in the 
SS = M 5 : * j n hn L - 33 
fri Senſe, conformably to ſome Poſitions whici 
* 


n you have acranc'd, can with Sincerity be ſub- 


ſerib't! to, or made ule of? All our moſt emin: nt 
Divin*: undi Hand it in a i Senſe, and with gr 

of Ail-wwances, as was W in my former I. Et! er. 
[ will! only add my e Teſti _ cf Dr. I; at: 
fant, in a 1 reat 4 ol publiſh*d „t may 
„% e noted, favs , that thoi van th SCI ipture lays 
„ ablolute'v, He bal believe th not 25 de daniel, 
« ang the Ailaudſian and other Crecds have fol- 


es 42, aud 57. 


EE; 
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low*d the like abſolute Form of Expreſſion; yet 
*« from other Places of Scripture, and from the Na- 
te ture of the Thing, it is plain, that och Forms 
« of I*xprefſion are always 11 ve, un er ttoed with 
« grains of Allowance for 1776s Ionorance, ot 
cc unavoidabl; Infirmity, as all the Divine Laws, 


ce 


© concerning either Mat ers of Faith, or Matters 


« of Practice, are to be under tod. Tins Ex- 
80 ception 15 f juſt and evident, char . was lufici- 
« ent for Scripture or Creeds to 471 2 it gen rally, 
% rather than to wention it: For, every one's 
« common Senſe will reach, ſopply it.?” And 
again; „ Perions unbaptig' a dt ou the Pe 
« of the Church, doing all that bumunly, ſpeaking, 
could be expected in theit Circumliancys, we ex- 
« clude not from uncoverarntet Mercies, P:.rions ad- 
« mitted into Covenant by Barti/n, and erring fanda- 
© mentally, but with an honeſt Mind, and under 
« ſome tnavidallè Infirmity, or In-apacity, we 
* exclude not even from covenanted Mercics: For, 
*+ they that are unaviidably, unaffecteily Blind, are 
„not chargeable with Sin ſo far. — This Rule 
« is a Gojpet Rale, and lo makes a Part of ihe 
« Chriſtian Covenant.” 

From what has been ſaid I mult conclude, that 
neither the Doctrine of the Church of England, 
nor the Sentiments of our beit Divines, nor yet the 
holy Scriptures (whereby alone the Merit of the 
Cauſe is to be try'd, and finally derermin*d) aft rd 
any Countenance to that moſt uncharitable Do- 
ctrine, which you with ſo much Zea!, not to ſay, 
Rage and. Violence, contend for. You fee, Sir, I 
ſtill ſtand upon the Defenſive, calling tor Argu— 
ments, and ready to an{wer them. Ihe Opponen- 


belongs to you; though it ſeems you would be 


? Diſcourſe on Fundamentals, p. 61. 


| glad 
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glad to ſhift it off, and turn Rejſpondeu. To what 
Purpoſe elle do you oblerve, that *t's * ©* impoſli- 
« ble for me to conclude and prove from Scrip- 
« ture” the Doctrine I have advanc'd? There is 
no need of expreſs Scripture in proof of any ſuch 
* Negative, nor can it, by the Rules of Dilputation, 
be expected or aſk'd for. *T1s ſufficient, if there 
be no ext teaching the contrary ; becauſe then, 
you can bring no Argument againit ſincere Arians, 
with reſpect to their Salvability in particular; __ 
but what will equally affect Diſbelievers of «; 
kinds, and ſo damn the whole Chriſtian W hy ; 
inaſmuch as none Keep the Goſpel Faith ce and 
undefild in all its Branches, zo nt One. Hence it 
was, that I urg'd the following Syllogilms in my 
former Letter; which, ſince you have not pro- 
duc'd ſo much as one Text of any ſignificancy, or 
that affords the Appearance of an Argument againſt 
me, I cannot but eſteem deciſive in the Cate be- 
tween us. The Syllogiſms run thus. 

« If the Goſpel has not abſolutely precluded eve- 
& ry individual Chriſtian denying our Lord's true 
and proper Divinity from the Poſſibility of Sal- 
vation through Faith in his Blood: Then, ac- 
*« cording to the Terms ol the Goſpel, the Belief 
of this Article is not indiſpenſably neceſſary to 
„Salvation. 

„ But the Goſpel has not done this. 

„ Therefore, c.“ 

| The Maior being undeniable, I prove the Minos 
as follows. 

li the Goſpel has neither taught, that no ſin- 
cere, well- meaning Chriſtian, examining with a 
« zeaſonable Meafure of Attention [not our r Lord's 

-+ Divinity, as you unfairly cite my Words; but! 


" Calymny, Tf. p. 8:, See Levi's Conference, }. 4. 
| i 


( 67] 


« THE EVIDENCE For our Lord's Divinity, can 
1 poſſibly diſbelieve it; nor abſolutely con- 
„ lign'd to Hell-Flames all that diſbclieve this 
« Point, aftording no Hopes of Mercy to parti- 
e cular Perſons, though ever ſo ſincere, or of Al- 
& Jowances to be made for the Involuntarinels of 
& their Errors: Then the Goſpel has not ablo- 
„ lurely precluded every individual Chriſtian de— 
*« nying our Lord's true and proper Divinity from 
the Poſlibility of Salvation through Faith in his 
« Blood.” 

But the Goſpel has not done either one or the 
% other of theſe two Things. 

« Therefore, Sc.“ | 

You are ' ſurpriz'd at my reſting the Matter, 
and venturing the Succels of my Caule upon this 
« Pair of Syllogiſms.” But, for what Rcaſon? 
Why, „they are deficient in Terms, as wanting the 
« molt material ones (viz. having {roper Light, 
<«« &c.) belonging to the Point”? in debate. Where- 
as, *« according to the eſtabliſn'd Laws of Diſpu- 
% tation, all the Terms, which the Queſtion con- 
s fiſts of, ought to be expreſly inſerted in the Syllo- 
« giſm which is form'd to prove it.” Alas! Six, 
is this all? Before the Publication of your Letter 
| was often ruminating in my own Mind, bow or in 
$254; Manner you would endeavour to evade the 
Force of theſe Syllogiſms: But it never once en- 
ter'd into my Head, that you would decline giving 
them a fair and full Hearing, upon fo wretched a 
Pretence as this. When you are better acquainted 
with Polemic Authors, you will know, that they 
are far from aiming at that ſcrupulous Exactneſs 
you would inſiſt on. Look again into the“ noted 
© Schooiman”? { Thomas Aquinas] whom you have 


* 


* 


alumny, Sc. p G4 t Ibid, . C5. ; 
2 cited, 
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cited, and into Efl;us on the Sentences, Suarez, 
Lender of Hal's, &c; and you'll find ten Thou- 
{:nd Inſtances, wherein they deviate from the ex- 
prels or preciſe Words of the Queſtion, only taking 
care to keen to the Senſe, and preſerve the Subſtance 
Ot jt intire. The Cate you mention, by way of 
uſtration, bears no Relemblance to the Matter 
in hand; more, and d.itinct Ideas being annex'd to 
the 1 erms © rational Creature,” than to the ſingle 
Word“ Creature,“ às the latter is only the Genus 
of tlic former. Give me leave now to make the 
Parallel exact. Suppe | were to prove, that 
TY. D. a rulirnal Cieature, and that the Sy llogiſm 
which | would pro it by, ſhould be concluſive for 
115 being AN iet CTEALUTE, or endued with can 
and Urder/tandinsg, Would V. D. tuink you, ob- 
ect to the Form of the Argument, and tell me that 
I] ought to keep preciſely ro the Terms of the 
Queſtion, and “ expreſly inſert”? them in my Syl- 
logiſm? I fancy not: But, if he did, I ſhouid beg 
ea ve to recant one of the Premiſes, and take Oc- 
ca ſion from the extreme Weaknels of this Objecti- 
on, to call in Queſtion his Reaſon and Underjtand- 
ing. Here, Sir, you have the Parallel exact. For 
the material Terms you ſpeak of, are vriuaily con- 
ar in both Sy!logiims, though not expreſly inſert- 
el. In the Former | ſpeak of the Deniers of Chri/t”s 
true and proper Divinity, i. e. (as I explain my 
ielf) of his Con/ub/tantiality, Coeternity, and Cocqua— 
Z:ty with the Father. And can ſuch Men as theſe 
be utter Strangers to thoſe hundred Texts, where 
7/ain Chriſtians find ſufficient Means of Conviction 
as to this Point? No certainly, They mult be 
conſiderably well acquainted with, if not (as by 
your own * Account they ſhould ſcem to be) Ma- 
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ners of the Controverſy. The latter Syllogiſm 
{peaks expreſly of their examining with a ;cacon- 
able Meaſure of Attention ts Evidence tor our 
Lord's Divinity, which makes this Cavil © yours 
appear ſtill weaker and more ſha-net.l. One 
would think you were conſcious to your tet of nis, 
and theretore purpolely ſuppret>' part of the Sen— 
tence, to give the better Colour to te Otycition, 
Be that as it will, TE Evidence for our Lord's 
Divinity is, it I may ſo ſpeak, abjolutely plain; and 
no one, who has this Evidence before tus Eycs, 
and conſiders it with a reaſonable Mraſure of 11ten- 
tion, can be deſtitute of proper Light and ſufficient 
Means of Conviction. This is fo palpabiy true, 
that — I had almo!it ſad, you your lelf cannot 
gainſay it, But I now recollect, that, according 
to your Doctr ne, maiicicus and afjecled Arians are 
the only ones that have thoſe Advan: ages. 

To tree my ſelf eflectually from the Imputation 
of being an A ian (* ** unlels with a ſeared callous 
« Contcience you were determin'd to perſiſt in 
„your falſe Accuſation, and to charge me with 
« A/1ani/m, not only without Evidence, but con- 
4 trary to all the Evidence that can be had in the 
„ Cale“) I laid before you ſeveral Farticulars, re- 
preſenting what has been unormly my Doctrine 
trom the Pulpit, what I have inſiſted on from the 
Preis, and on other Occaſions. ? The greateſt 
«« part of my Apology, you ſay, may be true, tor 
« ought you know to the contrary.” Bui why do 
you ſpeak witn Limitation? or ſay, tne greateſt 
part may be true? Which implies, that vou knuw 
tome one or more Pa:riculars in 1t to be utterly 
faile, Could you have prov'd any I t1-g of this 
Kind againſt we, no doubt you would not have 
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Kept it as a Secret ſo long, but almoſt every Page 
would hive been blazon'd with the Diſcovery. 
ne like you had objected to me before; which 
i took notice of in my former Letter, calling upon 
you for Evidence, and challenging you to pro- 
duce * Witneſſes in proof of what you affirm'd for 
Fai, But hitherto no ſuch Witneſſes have been 
produc'd. So again at the Arch- Deacon's laſt Viſh- 
tation; when J had ſaid, that not a ſingle Perſon 
in this Pariſh, that I knew of, ever ſuſpected me 
to be inciin'd to Arianſ, you told me in direct 
terms, that“ an Hundred, nay two Hundied of 
« my Pariſhioners” had ſuch Suſpicions. I de- 
{ir*d you to mention ſome ſew of the two Hundred, 
bur could not prevail upon you to name ſo much as 
one. What can a Man do with ſuch an Adverlary ? 
Really, Sir, it, from a Conſciouſneſ of ſuch Con- 
duct, you will not take ſhime to your ſelf, I muit 
beg leave to bluſh, and be aſham'd for you. 

But the raolt extraordinary Thing of all is, that 
you ſhould perceive plain Marks ot Arianiſin even 
in my Letter, I will briefly mention a few Parti- 
culars, which you are diſpleas'd with. | 

Firſt, You complain that [* & induſtriouſly puzzle 
« and obſcure” the Doctrine of Chriſt's Divinity, 
„ embarraſſing it with all the Diificulties and Ob- 
« je&tions, that can well be rais'd againſt it, only 
„ to prove,” Sc. The Anſwer is eaſy, I have 
no ways puzzled, much lets induſtriouſiy puzzled this 
Doctrine. On the contrary, I have ſet it forth in 
the plaineft and moſt familiar Manner, which its 
my iterious Nature will admit of; in the very ſame 
Manner, which all cur Divines do, who know what 
they are about. Ycu cite tour Paſſages for the 
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Ground of this Complaint, The Firf is, © By 
6 the believing the Divinity of our Lord, I mean 
« an explicit Belict of his true and real Divinity, 
i. e. of his Conſubſtantiality, Coetern ty, and 
% Cocquality with the Father.” The Second runs 
thus; 9 They (i. e. the Clals of i219rant Unbel'e- 
vers) lived and dy*d without an actual and expli- 
« cit Belief, that three Perſons are but one Sub- 
« ſtance, or that the Father has ao natural Au— 
e thority over the Son, and did not exiſt ſo much 
« as one ſingle Moment before he begar him.“ 
Pray, what puzzling Work is there in all the? 
What, that is not calculated to edify, rather than 
to perplex the Unlearned? © « Every common Chri- 
„ ſtian, ſays Dr. Waterland, profeſſing Father, 
„Son, and Holy Ghoſt, to be ſo diſtinct as not (o 
& be one the other, and ſo united as to be Oac 
« God, has as clear an Idea of what he ſays, as 
e when he prays, Our Father cabich art in Heaven.” 
And again; «+ Every plain Chriſtian will under- 
„ ſtand as clearly what he means when he ſays, 
«© the Three Divine Perſons are One God, as when 
„ helays, there will be a Reſurre7:cn of the Dead.“ 
The two laſt Paſſages are {till leſs ro the Purpole. 
* « Ina third Place, you ſay, I mention poor Souls, 
*© who had been accuſtom'd from their Childhood 
to conceive of the Son as naturally ſubordinate 

to, and begotten by an arbitrary Act of the 
« Father. And again; An Anti-Trinitariai: 
„will tel] us, that the natural Supremacy of the 

Father is an important Point.” How, Sis, 
could you imagine that I intended hereby ** to 
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« prove, that Chriſtians of ordinary Capacitie: 
are not oblig'd to aſſent to our Lord's Divinity, 
« as propos'd in metaphyſical Terms, utterly ſur— 
« paſſing their Comprehenſion.” Neither of thefe 
Paſſages have any Relation to the Caſe of common 
Chriſtians. I am » there ſpeaking only of profeſb'd 
and ſubtle Impugners of this Article: And tell me, 
how any of this I ribe can have been“ accuſtom'd 
to ccuceive of the Son as naturally ſubordinate 
to, and begotten by an arbitrary Act ot the 
« Father,” if theſe ** metaphyſical Terms utterly 
« ſarpab'd their Comprehenſion ? *? This is a Pro- 
blem of ſome Difficulty ; but nothing can bc 
too hard for ſo acute a Genius, as you are bleſt 
with, 

Secondly, Another Charge is, that * treat our 
„ Lord's Divinity with Coldneſs and Inaiſference, 
«< contending for the Neceſſity of believing it, :9 

« farther than it may ſerve to perfect our Faith, 
and compleat the Character of a true Believer,” 
You look upon it then as a Matter of Indifference. 
whether your Faith be perfe7 or not: And this no 
doubt is the Reaſon of your putting that prophas: 
Speech into the Mouth of — I know net what 
Arian, which occurs in * another Place, on 6cca- 
ſion of this very Paſſage of mine, Bur, however 
cold and indifferent you may be in this Cale, arc 
diſregard whether you have one of the highett Pla. 
ces in Heaven, or the lowelt of all ; we find by the 
Writings of Dr. Clark? and other noted Ariane, that 
they had better and more {ſerious I houghts abou: 
the Matter. Beſide, you are under a great Ni- 
ſtake about the Matter of at you report. For, 
after I had ſaid, that the Belief of Chriji*s Divi- 
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© nity is neceſſary to feet our Faith, and com- 
& fleat the Character of 2 true Believer 3” I pre- 
ſently ſubjoin, '* And nor only fo, but an Arian 
« (however ſincere) cannot be en led to the ſame 
« Degree of Div ne Favour, as, in caſe his Faith 
& were according to Truth, he might and would 
« be.” And (not to mention that I call it“ “ a 
& Doctrine of the Foundation, nearly aftecting the 


« Vitals of our Religion“) is this to contend fo. this 


Article “ n farbe, than it may ſerve to ehe our 
„ Faith, and compieat the Character of a true Be- 
« ſiever?“ 

Thirdly, Another Charge is, that I deny this Ar- 
ticle of our Creed to be / {nm al Diſingenu— 
ous again, and quite void of Truth! You your el? 
have cited me more than once, as t aching the Re- 
verſe. I allow, I contend for its Fundamenta'ily, 
denying only that *tis fundamental to the Salvation 


of very ind:vidual Chriſtian; or, in other Words, 


diſt inguiſhing, as I ought, * between Fundamen- 
e tals conſider'd in their abract Nature as eſſential 
« Parts of the Chriſtian S;{tem, and Fundamentals 
« conſider'd in a relative View to the Salvation of 
% Particular Perſons.” 

You pretend no other Grounds for this falſe Ac- 
cuſation, than the ſelf ſame Paſſage, on which you 
grounded the laſt Charge. Here, you tell me, 
« I make Aſſent to our Lord's Divinity not in- 
e tal to a Chriſtian's Faith.” The Term eſſential, 
Sir, is not mine, hut introduc*d by you, and that 
too without any Explanation, though 'tis full of 
Ambiguicy. Be plcas'd therefore to come out of 
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the Clouch, and expreis your ſelf with more Plain- 
nels. Do you mean, that I deny this Article to 
be an Aſſential of our Religion, or of the Faith of 
Ciirittians, in an abſtract! View * I] orture the Pal- 
tage allcdg'd as long as you think fit, you'll ne- 
ver bring it to lay this; and (not to inſiſt that ? 
in the abſtract View, that 'I hings are molt * pro- 
perly call'd E/ſentia's, or Fnndammnials in the Syltem 
of Chriltian Faith) nothing leis than this will ſerve 
your Hur pole. 

Fourthiy and Laſily, The heavicit Charge of all 
is, that SOMETIMES I call the Truth of our Savi- 
our's Divinity in Queſtion. ear, © Heavens, 
and give Car, © Earth! * 10 free your telt 
« from the Sz/picion of calumniating me in this 
„ Account,” you undertike to ** juſlify your 

Charge, and to ſatisfy your Reader, that you 
„ urge it not without ſ#fftcient Grounds.®”” But 
what Evidence have you brought? Why, vou al- 
Tedue one Pallage to this purpoſe, and y one: 
As if a /o/2 Palſage were proof enough that I do 
hgantelimes, or more than 2c, call in quchlion this 
important Truth. But let this paſs. he worſt 
is itil behind. For the Pallöge you cite, afords 
no manner of Foundation, no way counterences 
the Charge, which you have built Upon | it. The 
Words are theſe; „ Permit me to {ay dis agreed 
between us, that this [Chriſt's Godhead) | is an 
6 important Point: Muc h, very much indeed de- 
& pends upon it. But then, before we inſiſt on 
«© the Importan e of any Doctrine, there is a pre- 
„ vious Queſtion to be det ermin d. viz. whether 
„jc be true or no? Aud ' till this Matter be ſet- 
„ tied, an Auli-Jriuilurian will in his Turn tell 
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, That the natural Supremacy of the Father is 
an important Point.“ Jam ſomewhat turpriz «l, 


Sir, that you ſhuuld be unable“ to determine, 


cc whether the Truth of this important Point ls 
© queſtios d by the Anti-Triniiariau or by me 
though indeed to tlie Blind all 1 hings are dur 
But much more ſurprizing is it, that you ſhould 
confets your ſelt v!ter'y at a [.c/5 to determine this; 
and yet, upon the Strength of this one Paſſage, 
confidently proclaim that you have ſ#/ſictert Ground 
tor this Charge againſt me. How to reconcile 
thele two Things together, is another Problem, 


vhich I would recommend to you, as a fit Exer- 


Clic tor /o acute a Genius. 

Having thus vindicated my ſelf from-the fore- 
going Charges, I may now take the Liberty to ge- 
chatte; and will undertake to thew that y ou, in 
the natura! Meaning of your Words, Sve ten 


Times more countenance to Arianiſm than J do. 


Fir/i, You complain that I have milrepreſented 
your Sentiments, alledging that I * cannot charge 
++ you with having exprels'd your ſelf in an harſh, 
% damnatory Manner, concerning any Perſons 
*© whatſoever, whole Ignorance, Doubts, or Pre- 
judices may have obſtructed their believing that 
our Saviour is God.” This is exprets'd too 
looſely by much. Ignorance, Doubts, or Preju— 
dices, merely as ſuch, are no {ſufficient Excute for 
not believing aright. If they are involuntary, 
God, through Chrit, will over-look them: But 
all Unbeliet ariſing trom Obſtinacy, grols Care- 
lefaets, or ſuch Preju: lices as may with 7ea/9749/0 
Fate b: furmounted, is, and ought to be pronoun- 
ced, certainly damning. In this Manner I have 
aniformly treated on the Matter throughout my 
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whole Book. To ſpeak of it in the h, iudiſcrimi- 
re Way that you do, has a natural Fendency to 
make Men neg !ect the Means of improving in Di- 
vine Knowledge, and diſregard whether they are 
in the right Faith or not. 

Seconilvy, You alledge that all Impugners of 
Clrijts D vinity, wo have not proper Light and 
ſufficient Nleans of Conviction, are © ** as much 
% out of the Q" ion as MMabometans, Indians,” or 
the like: And yet, wu infitt that, it they have 
theſe ep gr Iohcoiiy muſt be affected, 
rigid, and malicicus:, The plain £25 of which 
18, that no Ar;as or Sgciniaus wi atever, belide the 
ae cted and malicious ; none, but thoſe who“ are 

„ {uppos'd to ſhut their Eves againſt the Light, 
and to harden their Hear.s againſt Conv icti- 
« on,” are, by the 1cnor of the Goſpel, cut off 
from a Title to Heaven. And what would any 
of thoſe Heretics defire more? Arias himſelt would 
have anathemaiiz'a as many of his Followers, as 
you do here. Even thoſe, who adtere to the e- 
aoæ Side of the Queltion, if they do it in Malice, 
ſhutting their Eyes againſt the Light, which 1s of- 
fer'd in favour of Arianiſm, and hardening their 
Hearts againſt Conviction, can have nothing of the 
Spirit of a Chriſtian in them, and are as certainly in 
a deplorable Condition, as any eretic whatſocver. 
A Molives, ſays Dr. Latefland, would corrupt 
% even the % Works: So, the Throwing all the 
*« Malitgnity of Hereſy upon the d, Meutives, is 
* making no fault cf the Hereſy a! all, nor fpeci- 
* tyirg any Difference, in moral Account, be- 
** tween preaching the Truth of the Goſp J, and 
** ſubverting it. For to do eithe! upon wicked 
„ Mortives is undoubtedly a u icked Thing.“ 

v Caiumny, c. p. 50. Page 41. 
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Tora, The next Thing I ſhall mention, is, 
your E. xplanation of what you mean by our Lord's 
Divinity. * By this I mean, ſay you, his rea! 
« and proper Godhead, which he was inveſted with 
« from all Eternity, as ſubſiſting for ever and 
« ever in the Divine Nature.” I have alread 
hinted at. the Paralggi/hm in aligning ChrijPs Subſi— 

tence tor ever and ever, or To all Eternity, as the 
Ground or Rea/on of his having been inveſted with 
real and proper Guciead FROM all Eternity. WhatT 
would now remark, is; That, as the moſt noted Ariana 
will readily yield their Aſlent to the latter Clauſe of 
this Sentence, vig. that Chriſt docs, and will for 
ever, ſubſiſt in the Divine Nature; lo non? but 
they, and ſuch like Ileretic, will agree to the for- 
mer Part, concerning his [zve/titure with real and 
proper Godhead, This is Language which no ortho- 
dox Writer, who underſtood his Principles, ever 
made ulzof : And the Realon is plain. For, there 
can be no Iuveſtiture, but in I hings external, Dig- 
nities acce//ory to, and not ariſing neceſſarily from 
the Eſſence of, the Perion who receives it. The 
Word God is of abſolute Sign fication, denoting Na- 
ture or Subſtance, This is what * Tertullian. and 
> other Catholics, contended for in ancient Times; 
whilſt their Adverlarics were no lels earneſt for 
its carry ing relalide Ideas, and importing, like the 
Term Lord, Office or Dominion. The ſame Plea 
has been made uie of by many Auti-Calbolics of la- 
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ter Times. Cyallius in particular has inſiſted on 
it very copiouſly; and, to name no more, the late 
learned Dr. C/arte uſed his utmoſt Endeavours to 
eſtabliſh it. Tizete, Sz, are your Predeceſſors in 
this Noticn : And ſuppoſing it to be a true and juſt 
one, (as it muſt be, it Chriſt was zve/ted with rea! 
and proper Godhead) what will be the Conſequence? 

Why, then none of the Texts, which give Chr;/t 
the Title of God, will prove him to be God, in the 
Senſe of nece/jary Exijtence: — Then a made, or 
art God (as Miaſes was a © God to Pharach) will 
be rea!l; Divine, in the tue and prover Import of 
the W Cod: — And then allo ;:!i-Trinitor ings 

may very conſiſtently aſſert CH ii to be truly and 
properly God; and yet believe, and inſiſt, that he 
is but a mere Creaiure, Nor will it avail any Thing 
with theie Men, that you add the Wards «+ From 


« ai! Eternity ;“ tor this they will never boggle at. 


Arins himſelt, in the f Creed, which he deliver'd to 
the I.mperor Conſtantine, profeſs'd Chrijt to have 
been begotten ot the F acher ( Wa Tov ce 
before all Ages. And the * Creed of the Ariazs, 
who met in Council at Anulioch in the Year 341, 
runs in the fame Strain. In like manner Dr. Clark; 
declares, that " ** the Scripture always ſuppoſes 
« and affirms the Son to have exiſted with the 
Father from the Beginning, and before al! 
« Worlds,” and therefore, that “ they are wor- 
e thy of Ceniure, wao pretume to affirm that the 


© De Deo & Attrib. c. 33. 
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« Son was made (r wiwm] out of nothing.“ or 
6k | 47 „ 6728 | Hat there WAS a. une VLii the 
«©: Son was nt 3 | 

Porto, There is ſomething worle than all this 
ſtill bind, Tou complain of my ſuggeſting, that 
you | * mike {he Salvation of commen People de- 
« nend uhen their afienting, to our S ,Yiour's Ged- 
« head, as wrapp'd up in Sc terms; which 
you call an © horrid Mitrepretentation of your Sen— 
« t;ments,” adding, that you are “ fo tar from 
cc thinking ſuch an explicit Belicf as this abſolute— 
ly neceſfiry for common Peojle, that, on the 
« contrary, vou affirm it not at all neceſſary to 
« any Nlan's Salvation whatever.“ I have alrea- 
dy had occalion to take fume Notice 9f this heavy 
Con:plain!, and whoever attends tO the Ground of 
it, will caſily perceive that, according to the natu— 
ral Meaning of your Words, what you mult be 
underftood to aftirm, is, —— That 'tis no ways 
neceſſary to airy Man's Salvation whatever, to be- 
lieve that three Perlons are but ode Subitance, 
„ or that the Father has no natural Authority 
« over the Son, and did not exiſt ſo much as one 
© fingle Monient before he begat him; which 
is downr!ght Herely, and the Spittle of Arias. 
You obſerve farther, that“ in the Primitive and 
e pureſt Ages ot Ciriii.inity, none of thele Scha- 
« {aſtic_ Terms wcre in being. — and that Avius 
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de and his Adheren's were ſome of the Vr,“ who 
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the Terms Perſon and Subſtance, they had grown in- 
to common Ule, long before Arins diſturb'd the 
Chriſtian World, on occaſion of the Hereſics 
broach”.} (one after another) by Sabellizs, " Noetus, 
and ſtill higher up by Proxeas in the ſecond Cen- 
tury, and probably by ſome others carlier than he. 
The orthodox Fathers aſſembled at the Council of 
Nice in the Year 325, prov'd from authentick Re- 
cords, that the Term ” Con/ub/tantial had been us'd 
by the Biſhops of the Church near an Huncred and 
thirty Years before ; at which Lime 'tis probable 
enough, that neither the Grardfather of Ai, nor 
his great Grandfather was born, 

Lair, You tell me, that * “ the whole Contro- 
verly turns upon the Words having frofer Light 
« and ſufficient Means of Conviftion z and without 
< them would indeed be no better than a Diſpute 
<< where there is no Difference.“ Well! If this 
is the o, Bone of Contention, let us drop thoſe 
Words, or leave them out of the Propolition. 
This then, it ſcems, is what you will readily 
grant, vz. That according to the Terms of the 
Goſpel, it is not abſolutely neceſſary to the Salva- 
tion of a Perſon, profeſſing bimſelf a Chriſtian, to 
believe the Divinity of our Lord and Saviour. 
Nay, ſince you Gi{allow the Diſtinction which 
brought on this Diſpute, you do in ces fay, that 
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according to the Goſpel Terms, it is not at al! ne- 
ceſſary to believe our Lord to be God. And what 
would Arius or Socinus have deſir'd more? 

In the foregoing Paſſages, Sir, you have made 
ſo many unlucky Conceſſions, and given the Ad- 
verſaries of our Faith ſo much Advantage, that 
you have not leſt your ſelf, as a Catholic, an Inch 
of Ground to ſtand upon ; nor can you ever at- 
tack them with any one Argument, but under the 
Diſadvantage of contradicting, your ſelf. Had I 
dropp'd any Thing, however nndrfigned.;, of like 
import, what a tragical Oufrcry would you have 
rais'd? When ſhould I have heard the laſt of your 
Charge of Arianiſm ? However, I am now far from 
loading you with ſo odious an Imputation; look- 
ing upon thoſe Paſſages as Inadverlencies only, and 
aſcribing them to ſomething conſtitutional, which 
will not ſuffer you to think, or talk, or write ſe- 
dately. 


| Hunc ego Fatis 
Imputo, qui morbum vuliu inceſſuque ſatetur. 


You would be too much diſappointed, if I 
ſhould paſs over in ſilence the * Sketches you 
have preſented me with, from Tillemont, of Arius's 
Character. This, if I gueſs aright, is with you 
the moſt favourite Part of your Letter; and let 
me aſſure you, *tis no leſs pleaſing; to me; not on- 
ly as you here appear without Di'guite, diſcloſing 
the innermoſt Folds of your Temper, but alio 
as nothing is more apt to move my Laughter, 
as well as Contempt, than ſuch u7pr:00%d and 
undeſerv'd Malice, which, like a Blunderbus ill 
loaded, recoils, annoying only the Perſon who 
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diſcharges it. With what View you wrote this, 
is no difficult Conjecture 3 but how it can be re— 
concil'd with your ſincerely and heartily deteſt- 
„ ing the bale Acts of calumniating and defa- 
« ming,” may deſerve your ſerious Thoughts. 
Impartial Judges «i, and 4 ſay, it is the vileſt 
Method ot conveying Calumny, and that a Man, 
who can make ule of ** ſuch Batteries againſt Re- 
« putation,”” (as you expreſs your felt ) mult re- 
ſemble Anus in the worlt Part of the Character you 
give him, and have a“ Mind full of the blackeſt 
„ Deſigns, and capable of acting all manner of 
„ Wickednels.” | 

You have ſomething of the ſame Strain in ano- 
ther Place, where you fall to your Devotions, 
u « befeeching God, that he would deliver me 
* from Pride and Vain-Glory, — from Envy, 
& Hatred, and Malice,” Sc. *Tis to be hop'd 
Sir, that you ſometimes pray with an honeſter 
Mind, and better Intentions ; for this, in the Lan- 
guage of Dr. South, is no better than * Libelling me 
in the Lord. | 

You tell me that I“, have offended many 
«« weak Chriſtians by the Strangeneſs of my Do- 
«« ctrine.“ My Doctrine, Sir, is not fo ſtrange 
as yours, Who have eſpous'd both Sides of a Con- 
tradition, entitling ſometimes Unbelievers of our 
Lord's Divinity, f ſincere, to the Promiſes of the 
Goſpel, but at other Times ſtriking, with a moſt 
cruet Daſh of your Pen, all their Names out of 
the Book of Lite. I mult add, that ſome People's 
being offended at my Doctrine, is no Proof at 
at all of its being erroneous. Chriſtianity it 
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felf, for ſeveral Centuries, gave Occaſion to ma- 
nifold Offences: So the Reformation too, at its 
firſt Commencement, did, and continues to do to 
this Day. But, as theſe Offences mult all be 
deem'd unreaſonable; fo, it any are offended at 
what I have advanc'd, | muſt impute it, not to 
any Thing amils in the Doctrine it ſelf, but to the 
Miſapprehenſions of thele People, and to their 
being, as you ſtile them, weak Chriſtians. In 
another Place you ſay, that I have * „given 
6 great and jult Offence to all ſincere Lovers ob 
„Truth.“ But this, I am well ſatisfy'd, is ut- 
terly falle; nor do I know how to reconcile it 
with what you ſay in the next Page but one, 
viz. that „ your Papers and mine, if at all per- 
„ us'd, will chiefly tall into the Hands of the 
© c:msn People,” It ſhould ſeem, from thoſe two 
Paſſages compar'd together, to be your Opini- 
on, that few, or none but the Vulgar, are ſin— 
cere Lovers of Truth. And if this be really 
Fa#, what an Happineſs is it that you have fo 
treacherous a Memory, as to have forgotten al- 
moſt all that you ever read? In Time you 
may become as hearty a Lover of the Truth, as 
the rudeſt Yeoman. For the Purpoſe : I thank God 
I know ſeveral Gentlemen, who have not only a 
ſincere Regard for the Truth, but ſpend moſt 
of their Time in their Studies to ſearch it out: 
And, as I can aſſure you, that they all go ful- 
4 into my way of Thinking, and dread the 

houghts of conſigning to Hell-Flames all the 
' Impugners of Chriſt's Godhead, as utterly inſin- 
cere, whom you don't ſcruple to conlign thither, 
though never ſo ſincere; fo I defire, that When 
you intend me another publick Addreſs. you 
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would not be ſo mean as to write only ad cap- 
tum dulgi, nor preſume any more that your Pa- 
pers will fall into very few Hands beſide thoſe of 
the Commonalty, * It your Arguments have 
« weight ſufficient to carry the Point with Men 
& of Senſe, let us have them in their full Strength; 
all reaſonable Men will thank you for them, 
© Bur if, failing in Proof, you ſhould condeſcend 
*: to Wile and Stratagem, to Colours and Diſgui- 
s fes, to Miſrepreſentation and Sophiſtry, in hopes 
to work your Way through the unlearned and 
«© unthinking Part of the World; then let me 
„ aſſure you before-hand, that that Method will 
% not do. Every Man, that has a Spark of 
6 ene Fire left, will riſe up againſt ſuch 
Tactices,” 

You make many and heavy Complaints about 
my treating you without Ceremony, and writing 
with too much Aſperity. But theſe Complaints 
come trom you with a very ill Grace, being 
blended with a Multiplicity of rude Infults and 
per/ona! Refiexions, as if you had a Mind to mi- 
mick a froward Brat, who kicks and ſpits, and 
ſcratches; and yet, roars out all the Time, as 
it himſelf was gning to be kill'd. To be plain 
with you, twas not my Aim, either in my for- 
mer Epiſtle, or in this. to treat you with Ce- 
remety,, nor have you juſt Reaſon to expect 
any Thing of that kind from one, whoſe Cha- 
racter you have Jabour'd with ſo much ill na— 
tur'd Zeal, and bitterneſs of Spirit, to murder 
and deſtroy. „ As you have taken the Liber- 
ty of charging me very often, and very un- 
++ fairly, with Things that you could not prove, 
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&« J made the leſs Scruple of charging you with 
„% what I could prove. And this, I hope, the 
« impartial Reader will upon Examination find, 
« that all the Severity, on my fide, hes in the 
« Truth of the Things prov'd upon you; while 
&« yours, on the other, lies moſtly in Invention, 
« and abuſive Words, which, for want of Evi- 
« dence to ſupport them, muſt of Courle return 
«© upon your own Head.” 

There is but one Paſſage more, that I ſhall 
take Notice of. You aſk whether I can ſay, that, 
by engaging in this Controverſy, © “ I have 
« approv'd my ſelf a faithful Paſtor, and ſtood 
„ in the Gap againſt the growing Evil of In- 
« fidelity?“ Yes, Sir, undoubtedly I have; and 
give me leave to tell you, that to lay it down 
tor genuine Chriſtianity, that ALL Arians, tho? 
never ſo ſincere, will, upon Goſpel Terms, in- 
fallibly be damn'd; and that whoever teaches 
the Reverle, though he does it in the Sincerity 
of his Heart, is not fit to have God-ſpeed ſaid 
to him, and deſerves to have his Tongue bor'd 
through with an hot Iron: This, I ſay, is to 
ſtrengtben the Hands of Infidels, and to furniſh 
them with an Objection ten Thouſand Times 
ſtronger, and more forcible againſt Chriſtianity, 
than any they have ever yet been able to pro- 
duce. In ſhort, though I dare not aſſume the 
Liberty of ſaying that you * “ have artfully be- 
« tray'a*” Chriſtianity z yet *tis very certain, 
that, under the Diſadvantage of ſuch Conceſ- 
ſions, you'll have an hard Matter to defend it, 
or to ſhew, how theſe Principles are reconcile- 


able with the beſt natural Notions we have of 
God and Goodneſs, 
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Thus, Sir, have I fully and fairly conſider'd what 
you have offer'd in Defence of your ſide of the 
Queſtion; and ſorry I am, that I cannot return 
you the Compliment you make me, (though 
perhaps a little undeſignedly) viz. © ] am fully 
«« perſuaded that a better Defence is impratticable.” 
When you write next, *tis to be hop'd you'll 
mend your Hand; and then you may be <worthy 
of farther Notice. But if you ſhould go' on ela- 
borately to prove that wilful, malicious, and af- 
feed, Arians, are ſhut out from the Promiſes of 
the Goſpel, I ſhall not only applaud your Inge- 
nuity in * likening your ſelf ro Don Quixot in his 
Combat with the Wind-Mill, but ſhall be rea- 
dy to ſay, in the Words of Biſhop S!illing fleet, 
s « Go thy way for the Zighth Champion of Chri- 
« ſtendom, enjoy the Benefit of thy illuſtrious 
« Fame, ſit down at Falſe, and relate, to thy 
« immortal Honour, thy mighty Exploits; on- 
« ly when thou haſt done, remember thou haſt 
« encounter*d nothing, but the I/ind-Mills of 
de thy own {magination.” 1 am, 


S I R, 
Yours, Ec. 
Poxrs MOH, 


Atv. 1. 1735 


Anthon y Bliſs. 
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